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Article I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Article II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to the 
security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear arms 
shall not be infringed. 


Article IESE No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered 
in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in time of war, 
but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Article I V, The right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Article VY No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or 
otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of 
a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in 
the militia, when in actual service in time of war or public danger; 
nor shall any person be subject for the same offense to be twice put 
in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case 
to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or 


property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be 
taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Article VI « In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall 
enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of 
the state and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, 
which district shall have been previously ascertained by law, and 
to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be 
confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Article VII. tm suits at common law, where the value in 
controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury 
shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Article VI IT, Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Article IX. the enumeration in the Constitution, of certain 
rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by 
the people. 


Article X. the powers not delegated to the United States by 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to 
the states respectively, or to the people. 
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Agenda 21: How Will It Affect You? — DVD How Does Agenda 21 Affect You? — 
Explore Agenda 21 and learn its true objectives for you and your Pamphlet 
family. The sustainable development movement is much more Sustainable development sounds responsible, yet it’s 
than you might realize. anything but responsible. This tri-fold pamphlet offers a 
Sleeved DVD (2012, 21min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; general overview of the United Nations’ Agenda 21 and tells 
21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) re eontrol by imposing restrictions 
DVDA21 on your family and local community. A great tool to 
Cased DVD (2012, 21min, 1/$5.95; 10/$49.50; 25/$98.75; initiate a conversation on Agenda 21. (2011, four-color tri- 
100/$225.00) DVDA21C fold pamphlet, 1/$0.20; 100-499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.10ea; 
1,000+/$0.08ea) PA21 
Agenda 21: How Will It Affect You & Your 
Business? — DVD Your Hometown & the United Nations’ 
(2013, 13min, sleeved Documentary DVD) Agenda 21 — Reprint 
Sleeved DVD (2012, 21min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; Businesses — and their jobs — are fleeing California 
21-49/$0.80¢0a; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) er a iceause of costly, even abusive, 
DVDA21B regulations meant to adhere to UN standards. Is your state 
next? This eight-page reprint by William F. Jasper about 
Agenda 21 and You — Booklet the push to enact the United Nations’ “sustainability” plan 
This 32-page booklet provides an overview of what Agenda 21 originally appeared as the cover story in the February 
entails, looking at its origins, goals, and ramifications. It also 21, 2011 issue of TNA. (2011, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 
explains how this UN agenda is sold to the populace through 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPA21 
ICLEL, an association of local governments that believe they’re 
achieving “sustainability.” Agenda 21 (4’ X 8’ Banners) 
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POLITICS 


DDT Ban Breeds Death 

by Ed Hiserodt and Rebecca Terrell — A 1972 insecticide ban 
on DDT literally causes the deaths of about a million people per 
year, though an extensive investigation by the U.S. EPA found that 
DDT is safe. 


CULTURE 

Standard Practice Murder 

by Dave Bohon — The grisly evidence that led to abortionist Kermit 
Gosnell being found guilty of murder is being portrayed in most 
media as an aberration, but sadly it’s an everyday occurrence. 


The Acceptance Con 

by Selwyn Duke — The word “tolerance” implies a go-along-and- 
get-along atmosphere. But actually tolerance means moral people 
have to be silent as they are belittled by immoral ones. 


MOVIE REVIEW 


Exposing Four Decades of Genocide 
by Rebecca Terrell — A California doctor treks around the world in 
40 days to uncover the effects of banning DDT. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Calvin Coolidge: 

The “Wise Old Bird” in the White House 

by Jack Kenny — Though he is one of the forgotten presidents, 
Calvin Coolidge put together a string of political successes that not 
only helped him but helped his constituents in a very real way. 
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Was McVeigh 
a Christian Terrorist? 


I would like to challenge one item in Brian 
Farmer’s otherwise fine article entitled 
“What a Billion Muslims Really Think,” 
in the May 20 issue. Farmer said that the 
media did not label Timothy McVeigh a 
“Christian terrorist” after he blew up the 
federal building in Oklahoma City. While 
McVeigh may have been “motivated by the 
role that the federal government played in 
the deaths of members of the Branch David- 
ian religious cult,’ McVeigh never, at any 
time, expressed any “Christian” motivation 
in his dastardly act. 

In fact, McVeigh was a self-confessed 
agnostic. So I would say calling McVeigh a 
“Christian terrorist” would be factually in- 
correct. But when someone shouts “Praise 
Allah!” while they are killing people, I 
don’t think it is unfair to call that person 
a “Muslim terrorist,” even if only a small 
percentage of Muslims ever commit murder 
in the name of their religion. 

One would have to find a person who 
killed in the name of Jesus Christ before 
we could accurately call that person a 
“Christian terrorist.” McVeigh’s motivation 
was revenge for the evil act the government 
took in Waco. 

STEVE ByAs 
Norman, Oklahoma 


Private-sector Provisions 
Are the Proper Path 


Why can’t people learn from history and 
realize it is not the role of government 
to “provide” for the poor. There is a lot 
of talk about helping the homeless more, 
and this may seem like a noble cause that 
many might support. The only problem is it 
doesn’t work. 

When the government confiscates from 
taxpayers, which is mandatory, to give to 
the less fortunate, everyone loses. There 
is no volunteer charitable element in this. 
It’s a “Robin Hood” approach — rob the 
“haves” to give to the “have nots.” 

We know that the low efficiency of any- 
thing done through the government leads to 
a huge amount of waste. The people receiv- 
ing the assistance begin to look at it as an 
entitlement and don’t really appreciate it. 
They stop trying to support themselves. It 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


makes them dependent and resentful. The 
receiver usually ends up loathing the giver. 

Welfare assistance should only be done 
through the private sector with “voluntary” 
donations from those who want to help. We 
did this for almost 200 years in the USA, 
and it worked fine. 

It creates a win/win situation because 
those who give feel the reward of charitable 
generosity, and the receivers feel more ap- 
preciation because they know it’s an indi- 
vidual voluntary sacrifice to help them. 

The country is virtually bankrupt right 
now because we have been giving away 
money we do not have. Bleeding-heart lib- 
erals always want to be generous in helping 
the poor — with “other” people’s money, so 
they can take the credit for it. 

There is no good that comes from gov- 
ernment welfare programs. We can look 
around and see what an abysmal failure 
the notion has been in recent decades. It’s 
time to turn things back to the private sector 
where this giving properly belongs. 

CAPTAIN JIM GREEN 
Heber City, Utah 


President’s Legal Plunder 


While reading President Obama’s speech 
about the anniversary of the Affordable 
Care Act (through whitehouse.gov), I found 
that Obama disregards Frederic Bastiat’s 
notion of legal plunder, which Bastiat de- 
fines this way: “See if the law takes from 
some persons what belongs to them, and 
gives it to other persons to whom it does not 
belong. See if the law benefits one citizen 
at the expense of another by doing what the 
citizen himself cannot do without commit- 
ting a crime.” 

President Obama’s “healthcare” plan 
benefits only a minority of the members 
instead of every member of our whole 
country, and he commits legal plunder by 
forcing the taxpayers to fund it. Because 
of this, I oppose Obama’s plan, especially 
since his actions should not be tolerated in 
a free country such as ours. 

NINA SMRECEK 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial @thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


INSIDE TRACK 


Sebelius: Healthcare a “Right” Granted by “National Governments” 


Health and Human Services Secretary Kathleen Sebelius told the 
World Health Assembly (WHA) on May 20 that “universal health 
coverage” is a “right” and that it is the responsibility of “national 
governments” to achieve this goal. 

Speaking at a plenary session of the World Health Organiza- 
tion’s (WHO) governing body in Geneva, Switzerland, Sebelius 
said, “One goal that is particularly essential to health and devel- 
opment ... is universal health coverage. Advancing the health of 
our nations is a fundamental commitment we make to all our peo- 
ple. As President Obama recently reminded us, access to health 
care is ‘not some earned privilege — it is a right.’” 

In other words, everyone is entitled to healthcare whether he 
can pay for it or not. This clearly is not a right in the sense of 
“life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness” — rights that every 
person can exercise without imposing on others. Instead, it is 
a government-granted privilege whereby some individuals are 
permitted to plunder others — and where the victims of this theft 
are penalized by the government for resisting. 

It is clear that this is the type of “right” that Sebelius has in 
mind. “Expanding access to health coverage,” she told the WHA, 
“is a responsibility belonging chiefly to national governments.” 

Sebelius went on to tout the Obama administration’s health- 
care policies. “In the U.S., we are now in the process of dramati- 
cally expanding Americans’ access to affordable health cover- 
age,” she said. 

That, of course, is a reference to ObamaCare, a law that, far 
from making health insurance “affordable,” is making it vastly 
more expensive, as 17 of the nation’s largest insurance compa- 
nies recently told the House Energy and Commerce Committee. 


“New rules have been put in place to prevent the worst insur- 
ance company abuses that for decades contributed to many people 
being denied care,’ Sebelius told the WHA. 

The Obama administration, Sebelius said, has created a “do- 
mestic action plan for reducing racial and ethnic health dispari- 
ties,’ which can only mean the dispossession of some racial and 
ethnic groups to benefit those with political power. 

Sebelius’ prescription for access to affordable healthcare is a 
cure worse than the disease. In fact, it is just more of the same dis- 
ease — socialism — that already afflicts healthcare systems the 
world over. The only cure for that disease is to excise it from the 
body politic like the cancerous tumor it is and to let freedom ring. 


Kathleen 
Sebelius 


Impeachment Support Soars as Voters Say Feds “Out of Control’’ 


A recent Fox News poll shows more than two-thirds of American 
voters believe the federal government is “out of control” and a 
threat to their liberties. Meanwhile, a separate survey commis- 
sioned by World Net Daily (WND) revealed that more than half 
of the public supports impeaching President Obama for a series 
of explosive scandals: spying on journalists, IRS targeting of 
conservative and Tea Party groups, as well as what has become 
known as “Benghazigate.” 

According to the Fox News poll, released on May 21 and con- 
ducted under the guidance of two polling firms, a whopping 68 
percent of likely voters “feel like the federal government has got- 
ten out of control and is threatening the basic civil liberties of 
Americans.” Almost half of Democrats agree that Washington, 
D.C., is out of control as well — more than the number who 
disagreed. 

The WND survey, conducted by Wenzel Strategies and re- 
leased May 19, found even more astounding sentiments among 
voters. According to the poll, half or nearly half of those sur- 
veyed said Obama should be impeached over the scandals cur- 
rently swamping the administration. On Benghazi, slightly more 
than 50 percent said they thought Obama should be impeached 


— including more than a fourth of Democrats. 

The poll, which has a margin of error of 4.63 percent, also 
found that almost half of respondents — 49 percent — agreed 
that the president should be impeached over the IRS targeting 
of conservative and Tea Party groups. Almost one out of four 
Democrats thought the scandal merited impeachment as well. 

Finally, about 48 percent of respondents said impeaching the 
president would be appropriate in light of the Department of 
Justice’s controversial seizure of phone records belonging to AP 
reporters and editors. 

Another Fox News poll released on May 22 revealed more 
trouble for the administration and its agenda. Among the most 
important findings: 56 percent of respondents felt scrapping 
ObamaCare would be better than leaving it in place. 

Numerous media outlets, including left-leaning establishment 
publications, have been openly speculating about where all of 
these scandals may lead. Some analysts, even among openly lib- 
eral sources, have suggested that the president will inevitably be 
impeached. Others speculated that Obama may try to offer Attor- 
ney General Eric Holder’s scalp in an effort to protect his presi- 
dency. How all of it will play out, however, remains to be seen. 
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German Firms Flee to U.S. to Avoid Staggering “Green” Energy Costs 


“HIGH ENERGY COSTS DRIVE GERMAN FIRMS TO 
US.” That is the headline for an article that appeared May 22 
in Deutsche Welle, or DW, Germany’s international broadcasting 
giant. “Soaring German energy costs in the wake of the country’s 
transition to renewable energy have seen more and more firms 
thinking about relocating their operations,” the DW story report- 
ed. “The US looks like a sound alternative, associations claim.” 

The article said that while Germans are embroiled in a de- 
bate about the right energy mix, the United States was getting 
more and more attractive as a business location for German 
firms, thanks not least to President Barack Obama’s support for 
the fracking technology resulting in much cheaper energy prices. 

President Obama has pleasantly surprised many by his recent 
common-sense actions to allow hydraulic fracturing on federal 
public lands and approval of a liquefied natural gas (LNG) ter- 
minal in Freeport, Texas. However, based on the administration’s 
history of antipathy to all fossil fuels, the recent natural-gas con- 
cessions could prove to be a temporary political move. If that 
proves to be the case, the German companies that are moving to 
America to escape Merkel’s unsustainable “renewable revolu- 
tion” could find themselves facing the same predicament down 
the road here. 

According to Danish professor and best-selling environmental 
author Bjgrn Lomborg, the German and Danish experiments that 
are being so highly touted as successful showpieces are instead 
unmitigated disasters. Lomborg stated on John Stossel’s televi- 
sion show in March of 2012 that Germany’s colossal expenditure 
on solar energy, for instance, will have virtually zero impact on 
global warming. “The Germans are spending about $110 billion 


on subsidies for these solar panels,’ Lomborg noted. “The net ef- 
fect of all those investments will be to postpone global warming 
by 37 hours by the end of the century.” 

Concerns over Germany’s radical energy policies have been 
building for months, as the costs have become more and more 
evident. The business daily Handelsblatt wrote: 


If one looks at the key points of the energy revolution de- 
cided a year ago, one quickly notices that very ambitious 
targets were set while the path to reaching them was only 
outlined sketchily. Many players in the affected industries 
don’t know what to do. They have been told to take action 
and invest billions, but the conditions remain unclear. 


UN: Let Them Eat Bugs! 


As part of its drive for global so-called “sustainability,” the 
United Nations has a new suggestion for the people of the 
world: Eat bugs instead of burgers. The controversial recom- 
mendations come from a 2013 report by the UN Food and Ag- 
riculture Organization (FAO) touting the supposed benefits of 
“edible insects” and the role they might play in future “food 
security” — assuming the bugs are farmed in a “sustainable” 
way, of course. The latest UN document also outlines propa- 
ganda campaigns to persuade Westerners and shows how ex- 
panding the international regulatory regime can help bugs-as- 
food proponents achieve their vision. 

According to the controversial 200-page study, dubbed “Ed- 
ible insects: Future prospects for food and feed security,” bugs 
are actually nutritious and environmentally friendly. The UN 
also claims it is “urgent” for people to start understanding that. 
“Insects as food and feed emerge as an especially relevant issue 
in the twenty-first century due to the rising cost of animal pro- 
tein, food and feed insecurity, environmental pressures, popu- 
lation growth and increasing demand for protein among the 
middle classes,” the report claims, citing an array of real and 
imagined problems. 


Of course, the UN knows the idea of eating bugs sounds repul- 
sive to most Westerners — it admits as much in the report. The 
global body and its proponents, though, already have a plan to 
deal with that. In the UN FAO report, created in partnership with 
Wageningen University in the Netherlands, the planetary body 
outlined a giant propaganda campaign that would include “tai- 
lored media communication strategies and educational programs 
that address the disgust factor.” 

Indeed, much of the report focused on the “public relations” 
and “education” campaigns that would be needed to prod 
people into eating insects. Westerners would be the primary 
targets of the PR gimmicks, and the report outlines a full- 
spectrum plan to change hearts and minds, starting in school 
and reaching all the way into the press and even social media. 
Populations in poorer countries would also be targeted but 
with a different approach. 

Whether people in the West will eventually eat UN-approved 
bugs remains to be seen. The fact that the international organiza- 
tion continues to broaden its size and scope, however, is indisput- 
able. And it will keep happening in more and more areas of life 
as long as the American people put up with it — and pay for it. Hl 
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World Bank Insider Blows Whistle on Corruption, Federal Reserve 
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A former insider at the World Bank, ex-Senior Counsel Karen 
Hudes, says the global financial system is dominated by a small 
group of corrupt, power-hungry figures centered around the pri- 
vately owned U.S. Federal Reserve. The network has seized con- 
trol of the media to cover up its crimes, too, she explained. In 
an interview with THE NEw AMERICAN in mid-May, Hudes said 
that when she tried to blow the whistle on multiple problems at 
the World Bank, she was fired for her efforts. Now, along with a 
network of fellow whistleblowers, Hudes is determined to expose 
and end the corruption. And she is confident of success. 

Citing an explosive 2011 Swiss study published in the PLOS 
ONE journal on the “network of global corporate control,” Hudes 
pointed out that a small group of entities — mostly financial insti- 
tutions and especially central banks — exerts a massive amount 
of influence over the international economy from behind the 
scenes. “What is really going on is that the world’s resources are 
being dominated by this group,” she explained, adding that the 
“corrupt power grabbers” have managed to dominate the media 
as well. “They’re being allowed to do it.” 

Hudes, an attorney who spent some two decades working in the 
World Bank’s legal department, has observed the machinations 
of the network up close. “I realized we were now dealing with 
something known as state capture, which is where the institu- 
tions of government are co-opted by the group that’s corrupt,” she 
told THE NEw AMERICAN. “The pillars of the U.S. government — 
some of them — are dysfunctional because of state capture; this 
is a big story, this is a big coverup.” 

At the heart of the network, Hudes said, are 147 financial in- 
stitutions and central banks — especially the Federal Reserve, 
which was created by Congress but is owned by essentially a 
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cartel of private banks. “This is a story about how 
the international financial system was secretly 
gamed, mostly by central banks — they’re the 
ones we are talking about,’ she explained. “The 
central bankers have been gaming the system. I 
would say that this is a power grab.” 

The Fed in particular is at the very center of 
the network and the coverup, Hudes continued, 
citing a policy and oversight body that includes 
top government and Fed officials. Central bank- 
ers have also been manipulating gold prices, she 
added, echoing widespread concerns that THE 
New AMERICAN has documented extensively. In- 
deed, even the inaccurate World Bank financial 
statements that Hudes has been trying to expose 
are linked to the U.S. central bank, she said. 

“The group that we’re talking about from the 
Zurich study — that’s the Federal Reserve; it 
has some other pieces to it, but that’s the Fed- 
eral Reserve,” Hudes explained. “So the Federal 
Reserve secretly dominated the world economy 
using secret, interlocking corporate directorates, 
and terrorizing anybody who managed to figure 
out that they were having any kind of role, and 
putting people in very important positions so that they could 
get a free pass.” 

The shadowy but immensely powerful Bank for International 
Settlements serves as “the club of these private central bankers,” 
Hudes continued. “Now, are people going to want interest on their 
country’s debts to continue to be paid to that group when they 
find out the secret tricks that that group has been doing? Don’t 
forget how they’ve enriched themselves extraordinarily and how 
they’ve taken taxpayer money for the bailout.” 

As far as intervening in the gold price, Hudes said it was an 
effort by the powerful network and its central banks to “hold onto 
its paper currency” — a suspicion shared by many analysts and 
even senior government officials. The World Bank whistleblower 
also said that contrary to official claims, she did not believe there 
was any gold being held in Fort Knox. Even congressmen and 
foreign governments have tried to find out if the precious metals 
were still there, but they met with little success. Hudes, however, 
believes the scam will eventually come undone. 

While the media are dominated by the “power grabber” net- 
work, Hudes has been working with foreign governments, report- 
ers, U.S. officials, state governments, and a broad coalition of 
fellow whistleblowers to blow the entire scam wide open. There 
has been quite a bit of interest, too, particularly among foreign 
governments and state officials in the United States. 

While Hudes sounded upbeat, she recognizes that the world 
is facing serious danger right now. As such, Hudes argues, it is 
crucial that the people of the world find out about the lawlessness, 
corruption, and thievery that are going on at the highest levels — 
and put a stop to it once and for all. The consequences of inaction 
would be disastrous. ll 
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Boy Scouts Policy Change Invites Defections 

“{The decision is] a travesty. This is the last time I wear this 
uniform. We grieve today, not because we have left the Boy 
Scouts, but because the Boy Scouts have left us.” 

John Stemberger, a Florida lawyer who had founded the 
group OnMyHonor.Net to oppose relaxation of the ban on 
homosexual scouts, believes that the change will bring risks 
to children and lawsuits aimed at the scouting organization. 


The Euro Has Cost the People 

“Since the Euro, everything has just gotten more expensive, 
A Paris maintenance worker, 37-year-old Eric Holenreith 
said what many disillusioned Europeans think about the Eu- 
ropean Union currency and the EU itself. 


> 


Britain Has Been Subsidizing Islamic Ideologues 

“The normal situation, really, is to take money from the kafir [a deroga- 
tory Arabic term for non-Muslims]. Allahu akbar! We take the money.” 
A prominent Muslim leader in Britain, Anjem Choudary, receives 
$37,770 per year from the government, while the British soldier re- 
cently butchered by Islamist extremists started his military career at 
$24,000 per year. Choudary calls the government assistance collected 
by him and fellow Islamic radicals the “jihad-seekers’ allowance.” 


Chinese Novelist Speaks Out About China’s Population Control 
“The atrocities committed in the name of the one-child policy over the 
last three decades rank among the worst crimes against humanity of 
the last century. The stains it has left on China may never be erased.” 

Anjem An essay written by author Ma Jian was translated by an English 
Choudary = woman and has found its way to publication on the op-ed page of the 
New York Times. 


Air Force Captain Wasn’t Wounded in Afghanistan, but He and His Wife Got Hit in Boston 

“T didn’t even see anyone get injured in Afghanistan.” 

Home only a month from duty in Afghanistan, Adam Davis suffered a severely damaged left leg, and 
his wife lost most of one of her legs to amputation after they were in the “wrong place” watching run- 
ners finish the Boston Marathon. 


In Afghanistan for Another Decade? 
“Tt’s clear that all of our nations have made a commitment to be in Afghanistan for at least another 
decade. We will continue to change our role here as Afghan security forces get more capable, but 
we’re not leaving.” 

Australian Major General Gus McLachman holds the post of chief planner for the NATO Joint Com- 
mand based in the Afghan capital. His statement contradicts the Obama 
administration’s stated goal of terminating the U.S. presence in that coun- 
try by the end of 2014. 


House Again Votes to Repeal OhamaCare 

“ObamaCare is enforced by the IRS, probably the most feared federal 
agency in the U.S. government. We’re all sworn to protect and defend 
the Constitution, and that’s why today we have to end this horrible piece 
of legislation.” 

The main sponsor of the latest measure calling for repeal of Obama- 


Michel 
Care, Rep. Michele Bachmann (R-Minn.), knows that even though her SE 


bill was approved in the House, it stands zero chance of gaining ap- 
proval in the Senate. @ 


— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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A 1972 insecticide ban on DDT literally causes the deaths of about a million people per 
year, though an extensive investigation by the U.S. EPA found that DDT is safe. 


by Ed Hiserodt and Rebecca Terrell 


orldwide more than 2,700 peo- 
ple will die today because of a 
bureaucratic regulation insti- 


tuted during the Nixon administration in 
1972. The same number died yesterday 
and will again tomorrow, in an ever-grow- 
ing tally of victims of that catastrophic 
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policy. The regulation imposed by Nixon’s 
newly formed Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) banned DDT, an insecti- 


cide that had until then saved the lives of 
countless U.S. citizens. Leaders in Europe 
and the United Nations followed suit in a 
frenzy of misguided environmental zeal 
and bloodthirsty population control fervor. 

“European nations and the United States 


used insecticides to rid themselves of dis- 
ease and then pulled up the ladder, deny- 
ing Africans, Asians and Latin Americans 
the benefits of those same insecticides,” 
explain Dr. Donald Roberts and Richard 
Tren in their 2010 exposé, The Excellent 
Powder: DDT’s Political and Scientific 
History. Wealthy nations merit this accu- 
sation because before the advent of DDT, 
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Majority minority: Two children suffer from malaria at a small Congo hospital. WHO estimates 


“most deaths occur among children living in Africa where a child dies every minute from malaria.” 


parasitic diseases like malaria, typhus, and 
yellow fever had plagued their own shores 
for centuries. These infections are known 
as vector-borne diseases because insects 
(i.e., vectors) carry disease-causing para- 
sites from person to person. 

When DDT first came into use as a pes- 
ticide, many called it miraculous, which 
was hardly an exaggeration considered 
in perspective. Until then, yellow fever 
claimed so many lives it was known in 
the United States as the “Scourge of the 
South.” The French abandoned efforts in 
the 1880s to construct the Panama Canal 
because malaria killed so many workers. 
Typhus, the disease that took the life of di- 
arist Anne Frank, was once feared as dead- 
lier than any weapon of war in Europe. Yet 
in a period of three weeks in 1943, DDT 
wiped out one of history’s deadliest typhus 
outbreaks in Naples, Italy. In fact DDT’s 
effectiveness has made all these disease 
names as antiquated to our ears as scurvy 
and the plague. 

Not so for unfortunates in developing 
countries. According to the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), 
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globally malaria kills approximately one 
million people every year, more than any 
other parasitic infection. Most victims are 
young children in sub-Saharan Africa. 
Names like typhus, yellow fever, leish- 
maniasis, dengue fever, and bancroftian 
filariasis are likewise too familiar to hun- 
dreds of thousands of those affected in Af- 
rica, Latin America, and the Middle East. 

DDT’s life-saving properties are lost to 
them because the EPA’s 1972 ban sparked 
a global censure of the pesticide. The UN 
Environment Programme (UNEP) now 
classifies it as one of 12 “Persistent Organ- 
ic Pollutants” (POPs), otherwise known as 
“The Dirty Dozen.” UNEP 
claims DDT is a danger to 
humans and the environ- 
ment. Yet a closer look at 
the case reveals a terrify- 
ing reality: saving lives 
isn’t what policymakers 
are after. 

“My chief quarrel with 
DDT in hindsight is that 
it has greatly added to the 
population problem,” com- 


plained Alexander King, co-founder of 
the Club of Rome, a global think-tank 
dedicated to population reduction. In his 
1968 best-selling book The Population 
Bomb, Malthusian Paul Ehrlich warned 
that “every life saved this year in a poor 
country diminishes the quality of life for 
subsequent generations,” arguing against 
DDT as “exported death control.” Sierra 
Club Director Michael McCloskey ex- 
plained his organization’s opposition to 
DDT in 1971, saying, “By using DDT, we 
reduce mortality rates in underdeveloped 
countries without the consideration of how 
to support the increase in populations.” 
As we shall see, it was this philosophy 
that led to the ban and continues to keep 
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When U.S. DDT home-spraying 


operations commenced in 1947, there 
were 15,000 cases of malaria in the 


Southeast. By 1950, only 2,000 cases 
were reported, and in 1951, officials 
considered malaria eradicated. 


DDT blacklisted. But first it is necessary 
to take a glimpse at the pre-DDT world. 


The Rise and Fall of DDT 

When University of Strasbourg graduate 
student Othmar Zeidler combined chloral 
hydrate with chlorobenzene in the pres- 
ence of a sulfuric acid catalyst, he was 
not out to save millions of lives. The year 
was 1874, and Zeidler just wanted to meet 
requirements of his thesis by producing a 
new molecule: dichloro-dipheny]-trichlor- 
oethane, or DDT. His discovery sat on the 
shelf for the next 65 years. It was in 1939 
that DDT’s life-saving properties came 
to light, 28 years after Zeidler’s death. 
Paul Mueller, a researcher with the Swiss 
chemical company J.R. Geigy, was not 
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Little victims: A child receives malaria treatment in Indonesia, where infant mortality is high and 


out to reduce suffering and 
deaths of millions either. He 
simply wanted to kill moths 
that infest stored clothing. 
He discovered DDT did so 
and much more. 

At that time the Colora- 
do potato beetle threatened 
Switzerland’s food supply. 
DDT quickly brought the 
blight to an end. Further 
testing by the Swiss government showed 
DDT to be an extremely effective broad- 
spectrum pesticide that was chemically 
stable, cheap to produce, and harmless to 
mammals. British and American forces 
in World War II used DDT to wipe out 
deadly typhus epidemics so common in 
war-torn areas, a feat never accomplished 
before in history. The Allies went on to 
quell lice and bedbug infestations in army 
barracks and refugee camps and to stamp 
out malaria epidemics in various theaters 
of war. In fact, before DDT, malaria was 
such a problem for General MacArthur’s 
troops in the Pacific that he declared only 
one-third were truly fit for combat. “If the 
problem were to persist,” said the general, 
“the war would be a very long conflict.” 


LP 


many children who survive suffer permanent brain and other physiological damage. 
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DDT turned the tide. In a 1944 radio 
address, Winston Churchill praised the 
“excellent DDT powder” as “astonishing” 
and promised to use it on a “great scale” in 
saving millions of lives from vector-borne 
diseases. Discovery of the chemical’s life- 
saving properties earned Mueller the 1948 
Nobel Prize for Physiology or Medicine. 

DDT’s popularity soared in the United 
States. It became a hot item for farmers 
since the “excellent powder” was cheap 
and effective in their constant combat 
against crop-destroying insects. But public 
health witnessed the most dramatic effects. 
When U.S. home-spraying operations com- 
menced in 1947, there were 15,000 cases 
of malaria in the Southeast. By 1950, only 
2,000 cases were reported, and in 1951, of- 
ficials considered malaria eradicated. 

Based on these astonishing results, 
the World Health Organization (WHO), 
established by the UN in 1948, heavily 
promoted DDT-based malaria eradication 
programs in the 1950s and 1960s. Country 
after country witnessed malaria deaths and 
suffering drop by orders of magnitude: 

¢ In Zanzibar, DDT spraying com- 
menced in 1958 when malaria plagued 70 
percent of the population. Six years later, 
frequency had dropped to 5 percent. After 
the DDT ban, case prevalence rose to be- 
tween 50 and 60 percent. 

¢ Malaria cases in Venezuela numbered 
817,115 in 1943 when DDT entered the 
scene, but health authorities reported only 
800 in 1958. 

¢ In the 1950s, annual malaria cases in 
Nepal totaled two million, with a 10 percent 
mortality rate. Life expectancy was only 28 
years. By 1968, there were 2,468 cases, and 
life expectancy reached 42.3 years in 1970. 
Officials credited DDT alone. 

¢ Peru had practically eradicated ma- 
laria using DDT, but since spraying was 
halted there in the 1980s, malaria is once 
again a major public health issue. 

¢ A 1959 pilot study conducted in Ugan- 
da reported malaria case prevalence in a 
high-risk area of 22.7 percent dropping to 
just 0.5 percent in 10 months. In surround- 
ing variable-risk areas the rate declined 
from 12.5 percent to zero. 

¢ Taiwan reduced its number of cases 
from more than one million in 1945 to 
nine in 1969. Soon thereafter officials 
reported the disease eradicated from the 
island, and it remains so today. 
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¢ The population of India 
in 1947 was 344 million, of 
which a mind-bending 21.8 
percent was infected with ma- 
laria. Deaths reported that year 
topped 800,000. In 1965, out- 
breaks had dropped 99 percent 
and no deaths occurred. Today 
India has the world’s only high- 
capacity DDT production facility 
and continues to enjoy extremely 
low rates of insect-borne disease. 
(Interestingly, despite environ- 
mentalist claims that DDT is a 
human carcinogen, WHO’s Inter- 


national Agency for Research on Cantlt 


reports total rates of cancer in India are 
less than half those in the United States.) 

The National Academy of Sciences 
concluded in 1965 that “in a little more 
than two decades, DDT has prevented 500 
million [human] deaths that would other- 
wise have been inevitable.’ WHO issued 
a statement in 1969: “DDT has been the 
main agent in eradicating malaria ... and 
[has] saved at least 2 billion people in the 
world without causing the loss of a single 
life by poisoning from DDT alone.” It went 
on to state, “It is so safe that no symptoms 
have been observed among the spraymen 
or among the inhabitants of the spray areas 
which numbered 130,000 and 535 million 
(respectively) at the peak of the campaign.” 

However, it was also in 1969 at WHO’s 
executive board meeting that officials 
voiced concern about environmental agi- 
tation against DDT in North America and 
parts of Europe. They worried that result- 
ing higher prices and decreased availabil- 
ity would “place severe restrictions on the 
use of DDT,” endangering lives in devel- 
oping countries. 

The problem was that once infectious 
diseases were conquered in developed 
countries, people there lost fear of them 
and quickly forgot the danger. Roberts and 
Tren point out five of the 11 Nobel Prizes 
awarded between 1939 and 1952 “went to 
scientists who had made significant ad- 
vances in controlling disease. By 1960, 
the disease profile of the United States had 
changed radically.” At that point, the use 
of DDT along with advances in technol- 
ogy, development of antibiotics and vac- 
cines, and improvements in living condi- 
tions and hygiene freed Americans from 
the tyranny of insect-borne disease. In that 
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Defender of life, or death? Biologist Rachel Carson jump-started the modern environmental 
movement with her 1962 best-seller Silent Spring, in which she claimed mankind was poisoning 
the world with pesticides. Her book led to the ban of DDT and the deaths of millions. 


freedom public opinion became suscepti- 
ble to the growing environmental move- 
ment and its propaganda campaign pitting 
progress against nature. 


Silent Spring 

Al Gore credits Rachel Carson’s 1962 
book Silent Spring with jump-starting 
the movement. Indeed, publishers of the 
40th anniversary edition call it “The Cor- 
nerstone of Modern Environmentalism.” 
Silent Spring provided a crisis necessary 
to gain media and public attention — a fic- 
tional village transformed by DDT from 
a thriving utopia into a barren wasteland 
void of birdsong. The book was a popular 
hit, but critics within the scientific com- 
munity accused Carson, a biologist with 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), 
of ignoring science and using exaggerated 
hype and unsubstantiated sources to pro- 
mote her political agenda. 

One critic was J. Gordon Edwards, 
Ph.D., of San Jose State University, who, 
as a World War II soldier, witnessed first- 
hand DDT’s remarkable effectiveness 
during the 1943 Naples typhus epidemic. 
The experience inspired his career in en- 
tomology (study of insects). Edwards was 
a member of the Audubon Society and 
the California Academy of Sciences. The 
Sierra Club published his 1960 book, A 
Climber’s Guide to Glacier National Park. 


Edwards eagerly grabbed a copy of Si- 
lent Spring hot off the press in 1962. His 
excitement quickly turned to disappoint- 
ment. In the Fall 2004 issue of the Journal 
of American Physicians and Surgeons, he 
recalled that Carson’s book is riddled with 
fallacies and deceit. As he read, 


the feeling grew in my mind that Ra- 
chel Carson was really playing loose 
with the facts and was also delib- 
erately wording many sentences in 
such a way as to make them imply 
certain things without actually say- 
ing them. She was carefully omitting 
everything that failed to support her 
thesis that pesticides were bad, that 
industry was bad, and that any sci- 
entists who did not support her views 
were bad. 


He noted duplicity even in her Dedication 
to Albert Schweitzer, whom she quoted: 
“Man has lost his capacity to see and fore- 
stall. He will end by destroying the earth.” 
She conveniently ignored a statement in 
Schweitzer’s autobiography: “How much 
labor and waste of time these wicked in- 
sects do cause us ... but a ray of hope, in 
the use of DDT, is now held out to us.” 
Thus began Edwards’ life-long campaign 
to defend DDT and oppose unwarranted 
environmental regulations. He would eat a 
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tablespoon of the powder during public lec- 
tures to show its non-toxicity. His last work, 
DDT: A Case Study in Scientific Fraud, was 
published in 2004 shortly after his death at 
age 84 while climbing Divide Mountain 
with his wife, Alice. 

Despite his efforts, Silent Spring en- 
trenched its errors in popular opinion and 
public policies. Three of Carson’s most 
long-lived and damaging myths are: 

¢ DDT kills robins. Bad choice. The 
United States used DDT liberally begin- 
ning in the late 1940s, with peak usage 
in 1959. According to the Audubon Soci- 
ety, robin populations increased by a fac- 
tor of 12, and birds in general increased 
fourfold during that time. Ironically, the 
only logical reason for this boon was the 
destruction of mites and mosquitoes that 
spread disease among birds, particularly in 
swampy areas. 

¢ DDT is both toxic to humans and 
a human carcinogen. The International 


Agency for Research on Can- 
cer classifies various agents 
based on carcinogenicity. 
The highest ranking agents 
include such common items 
as birth control pills, tan- 
ning beds, chimney soot, and 
smoking. DDT is classed with 
pickled vegetables and coco- 
nut oil. The U.S. Agency for 
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry 
issued a Toxicological Profile for DDT in 
2002 which concluded: “Relative risk of 
death, and specifically of death due to any 
cancer, was not significantly elevated in the 
high serum DDT tertile groups. No consis- 
tent positive trend in risk of cancer mortal- 
ity relative to serum DDT was observed.” 

¢ DDT persists in the environment for 
years and accumulates and concentrates in 
the food chain. DDT actually breaks down 
more rapidly than other insecticides, many 
of which are proven toxins to humans and 
the environment. The crude instruments 
used to measure pesticide stability in Car- 
son’s day lumped all these together, result- 
ing in guilt by association. By 1969, the 
FWS could report that DDT breaks down 
more quickly than some insecticides, based 
on tests conducted at its Pesticide Field Sta- 
tion in Gulf Breeze, Florida. 

Environmentalists ignored such evi- 
dence and exploited these myths that had 
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engrained themselves in popular opinion 
through the 1960s. The movement gained 
new momentum in 1970 when the journal 
Science published a study by U.S. De- 
partment of Agriculture (USDA) chemist 
Joel Bitman and two colleagues demon- 
strating that DDT in birds’ diets causes 
eggshell thinning. The scientific commu- 
nity demanded a retrial when it discov- 
ered Bitman had significantly reduced 
calcium in the diets of the test birds, 
though calcium is necessary for healthy 
eggshells. Bitman repeated the study with 
adequate dietary calcium, and the shells 
were not thinned at all. However, Science 
refused to publish the corrected research! 
Edwards reported that when challenged, 
editor Philip Abelson said his journal 
“would never publish anything that was 
not antagonistic toward DDT.” 


The Hearing That Wasn’t Heard 
Spurred by complaints based on Carson’s 
screed and resulting anti-DDT propaganda 
from the ultra-left Environmental Defense 
Fund (EDF) and its allies, the EPA called 
a hearing on DDT. After considering tes- 
timony of 125 witnesses, EPA judge Ed- 
mund Sweeney issued his verdict in April, 
1972. He supported DDT unequivocally, 
stating it is not carcinogenic and that its 
benefits far outweigh any risks. Sweeney 
noted the “present need for continued use” 
of the excellent powder and remarked that 
evidence showed potential replacement 
pesticides would “in many cases have 
more deleterious effects than the harm al- 
legedly caused by DDT.” 

However, two months later, ignoring his 
own agency’s ruling and advice, EPA Ad- 
ministrator William Ruckelshaus single- 
handedly outlawed almost all use of DDT. 
He made the unscientific assertion that it 
poses “unacceptable risk to the environ- 
ment and potential harm to human health.” 
He had not bothered to attend a single day 
of the seven-month hearing and, accord- 
ing to aides, had not read any transcripts. 
Critics quip that his decision shot him to 
the top of an infamous list: Hitler, 20.9 
million deaths; Stalin, 61.9 million deaths; 


Military open to DDT: The Allies hand-sprayed 
soldiers with DDT during World War II to rid 
them of typhus-carrying lice, making it a popular 
insecticide worldwide. WHO claims DDT saved 
25 million lives during and after WWII. 
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Mao Tse-Tung, 77 million deaths; Ruck- 
elshaus, estimates range from 100 million 
to more than the competition combined. 
It was a great victory for environmental- 
ists. Prior to the hearing, senior EDF scien- 
tist Charles Wurster told the Seattle Times, 
“Tf the environmentalists win on DDT, they 
will achieve a level of authority they have 


never had before. In a sense, much more is 
at stake than DDT.” He was right. Today, 
the EPA’s website flippantly states of Ruck- 
elshaus, “Though unpopular among certain 
segments of EPA’s constituency, his deci- 
sion did serve to enhance the activist image 
he sought to create for the agency, and with- 
out prohibitive political cost.” 


Ruckelshaus’ naive response to criti- 
cism that his decision would endanger 
lives was, “There’s arrogance in the idea 
that everybody’s going to do what we do. 
We’re not making these decisions for the 
rest of the world, are we?” Was it pos- 
sible he was unaware that DDT producers 
in the United States exported more than 
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Exposure acceptable: A training class in Africa learns how to effectively spray the inside walls of homes with DDT. A single treatment will repel 
malaria-carrying mosquitoes for a year. The minimal safeguards to exposure are deemed acceptable because DDT has little effect on humans. 


DDT: Mosquitoes’ 


Not-so-toxic Foe 


in discovering the connection between a particular genus of 

mosquito, Anopheles, and malaria, the most widespread and 
deadly of vector-borne diseases. The Anopheles mosquito bites a 
human infected with the Plasmodium malariae protozoa and car- 
ries the parasite to the next human it bites. 

Mosquitoes are genetically programmed as to preferred hosts 
and preferred feeding times and places. Unlike Anopheles, some 
mosquitoes prefer non-human hosts, and others aren’t so picky. 
For example, Culex and Aedes mosquitoes transmit West Nile 
Virus from birds to humans. However, Anopheles prefers human 
blood and prefers to feed in human dwellings. That is how ma- 
laria spreads so quickly and why, according to Roberts and 
Tren, DDT is ideal for eradicating it. 

DDT is applied on the walls of houses in a process commonly 
known as indoor residual spraying (IRS). However, after spray- 
ing you won’t find many dead mosquitoes on the floor. That 
is because toxicity is only one way DDT works. It is also an 


I n 1902, Sir Ronald Ross merited the Nobel Prize for Medicine 
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extremely effect repellent and irritant. More than 70 percent of 
mosquitoes flying into a treated house just turn around and fly 
back out. The others rest on a treated surface where they are 
irritated and leave the premises. Fewer than 10 percent remain 
long enough to absorb a lethal dose. Over time the genus dies 
out in an IRS-treated area, seldom because DDT killed it but 
because DDT deprived it of its main food source necessary for 
reproduction. 

DDT?’s repellent and irritant properties are important to un- 
derstand because of an enduring myth Rachel Carson spawned 
in Silent Spring. She alleged that mosquitoes quickly build re- 
sistance to DDT’s toxic effects, negating its usefulness as an 
insecticide. Actually, DDT doesn’t have to kill one mosquito 
to eradicate malaria. Mosquitoes that develop toxic resistance 
are just as repelled and irritated as ever. This can be deduced 
from two simple facts: Numbers of malaria deaths plummet 
when DDT is used; when it is stopped, malaria again becomes 
epidemic. Case closed. 
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60 percent of their product to worldwide 
malaria control programs? 

Environmentalists next targeted DDT 
production and export. Industry produc- 
ers had little incentive to fight for the 
inexpensive powder because they could 
make more money on higher-priced “al- 
ternatives” that were, ironically, toxic to 
humans and the environment. With little 
opposition and fueled by Ruckelshaus’ 
decision, environmental groups sued to 
ban DDT export. In response, the U.S. 
Agency for International Development 
(USAID), the bureau responsible for co- 
ordinating foreign assistance, threatened 
“to stop foreign aid to any country using 
it,” relate Gerald and Natalie Sirkin in 
their 2005 special report DDT, Fraud and 
Tragedy. “Its threat spread Ruckelshaus’ 
ban worldwide.” 

WHO and UNICEF, the two UN agen- 
cies responsible for malaria eradica- 
tion programs, reacted by decentralizing 
DDT-based efforts, placing them in the 


The United States used DDT liberally 
beginning in the late 1940s, with peak 
usage in 1959. According to the Audubon 


Society, robin populations increased 
by a factor of 12, and birds in general 
increased fourfold during that time. 
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hands of local USAID mission directors 
in underdeveloped countries without the 
means or infrastructure to continue them. 
According to Javed Siddiqi in his 1995 
book World Health and World Politics: 
The World Health Organization and the 
UN System, “Many USAID mission di- 
rectors were more interested in endorsing 
family-planning programmes, which they 
felt would address the growing problem of 
over-population.” 

Malaria quickly regained its strangle- 
hold in those countries, so in 1998, after 
two decades of failed decentralized control 
programs, WHO formed the Roll Back Ma- 
laria (RBM) initiative, partnering with vari- 
ous UN agencies, the World Bank, USAID, 
and others. Today RBM enlists the aid of 
more than 500 partners, and USAID alone 
donates $90 million annually. The original 
goal of RMB was to halve the burden of 
malaria by 2010, and the main strategy was 
distribution of insecticide-treated bed nets 
(ITNs). Failing dismally, RMB has extend- 
ed its deadline to 2015, when 
it envisions “a world free 
from the burden of malaria.” 
ITNs remain the primary 
strategy, and DDT remains 
largely ignored. 


Population Control 

Today, insect-borne disease 
remains unchecked because 
radicals have succeeded in 


Carrying out the campaign: President 
Richard Nixon appointed William Ruckelshaus 
administrator of his newly formed 
Environmental Protection Agency in 1970 to 
carry out his ecological campaign promises, 
including a DDT ban. 


demonizing DDT with fabricated environ- 
mental concerns. In reality, they fear the 
“excellent powder” would cause a cata- 
strophic population explosion. 

Richard Nixon was an outspoken advo- 
cate of depopulation measures. As presi- 
dent one of his first messages to Congress, 
dated July 18, 1969, addressed “Problems 
of Population Growth.” In it he stated his 
commitment to limiting population and 
forming a comprehensive U.S. population 
policy. In 1970, he established the U.S. 
State Department’s Office of Population 
Affairs (now under the Department of 
Health and Human Services), dedicated 
to “reproductive health issues,” including 
sterilization and sex education. It is per- 
haps no coincidence that three years later 
the Supreme Court legalized abortion in 
every state in the nation. 

There is also no coincidence that 1970 
marked the year Nixon created the EPA 
and gave it regulatory control of pesti- 
cides. Until then, the USDA regulated 
DDT and had determined there were no 
adequate substitutes for agricultural use 
of the powder. However, as J.R. Kramer 
reported in Science magazine in 1969, 
Nixon’s political agenda included a pledge 
to ban most uses of DDT. The president 
fulfilled that promise two years later in 
EPA’s first major ruling. 

Also in 1970, Nixon launched the 
Commission on Population Growth and 
the American Future, chaired by John D. 
Rockefeller, HI. The commission’s find- 
ings stressed the grave threat of over- 
population to U.S. security and the en- 
vironment. Again in 1974, the president 
directed then-National Security Advisor 
Henry Kissinger to undertake a study sim- 
ilar to that of the Rockefeller commission. 
Under the innocuous title “National Se- 
curity Study Memorandum 200” (NSSM 
200), Kissinger reported a “major risk of 
severe damage” to global economic, po- 
litical, and ecological systems. NSSM 200 
alleged that world population growth is “a 
current danger of the highest magnitude 
calling for urgent measures”: 


It is of the utmost urgency that gov- 
ernments now recognize the facts and 
implications of population growth, 
determine the ultimate population 
sizes that make sense for their coun- 
tries and start vigorous programs at 
once to achieve their desired goals. 


By the time these findings were pub- 
lished, Gerald Ford was in the White 
House. He strongly endorsed NSSM 200 
in 1975, calling on the United States to 
lead the world in combating population 
growth and authorizing the National Se- 
curity Council to adopt NSSM 200 as its 
official population control policy. Ac- 
cording to Stephen Mumford, president 
of the Center for Research on Population 
and Security, “Because of the bold nature 
of the suggested initiatives, the authors 
recommended that the report remain clas- 
sified for 5 years in order to provide time 
to educate the American public as to the 
necessity of these initiatives. The NSSM 
200 report actually remained classified 
for 14 years.” 

This classified information, which ce- 
mented itself in U.S. foreign policy during 
that 14-year span, contains bold recom- 
mendations regarding sterilization, abor- 
tion, sex education, and food rationing. 
Chapter titles include “Creating Condi- 
tions Conducive to Fertility Decline” and 
“Concentration on Education and Indoc- 
trination of the Rising Generation of Chil- 
dren Regarding the Desirability of Smaller 
Family Size.” 

NSSM 200 warns that population 
growth in less-developed countries 
(LDC) threatens world food supplies, 
jeopardizes the availability of raw ma- 
terials vital to the U.S. economy, and 
endangers U.S. national security by 
swelling the ranks in areas prone to 
violence and unrest. The policy states 
LDC population growth “absorbs large 
amounts of resources needed for more 
productive investment in development” 
and recommends “preferential treatment 
in allocation of funds” — i.e., foreign 
aid. (Emphasis added.) But Kissinger’s 
team cautioned, “In these sensitive re- 
lationships, however, it is important in 
style as well as substance to avoid the 
appearance of coercion.” In other words, 
it is okay to orchestrate genocide as long 
as you don’t look like you’re doing so. 
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Do-it-yourself insect defense: Flit insecticide with five percent DDT was a popular product in the 
late 1940s and 1950s. Customers used hand-operated “Flit guns” to kill household pests. 


Genocide 
Was DDT banned to intentionally kill 
millions? There is reason to believe pro- 
moting the spread of disease is merely 
one tactic in the global population control 
strategy carefully planned and carried out 
to this day by political leaders and opin- 
ion molders. NSSM 200, which became 
official U.S. policy in 1975, warned of 
dire consequences if rates of population 
growth in the developing world at the time 
were not checked by “famine, disease, or 
massive birth control.” 

In 1991, famed oceanographer Jacques 
Cousteau told the UNESCO Courier: 


Our society is turning toward more 
and more needless consumption. It 
is a vicious circle that I compare to 
cancer.... Should we eliminate suffer- 
ing, diseases? The idea is beautiful, 
but perhaps not a benefit for the long 
term. We should not allow our dread 
of diseases to endanger the future of 
our species. 

This is a terrible thing to say. In 
order to stabilize world population, 
we must eliminate 350,000 people 
per day. It is a horrible thing to say, 
but it’s just as bad 
not to say it. [Em- 
phasis added. ] 


Also in 1991, the 
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serted, “The common enemy of humanity 
is Man.” It blamed mankind for “pollution, 
the threat of global warming, water short- 
ages, famine and the like,” and concluded, 
“The real enemy, then, is humanity itself.” 
Thanks to anti-DDT activists, deadly 
malaria now reigns supreme in countries 
that had made substantial strides toward 
eradication in the mid-20th century. With 
limited exceptions WHO, UNICEF, and 
USAID consider DDT a measure of last 
resort and refuse to promote it, instead 
funding ineffective insecticide treated 
nets or dead-end vaccine research while 
limiting funds to investigate alternative 
insecticides. The Stockholm Convention, 
which went into force in 2004, legally 
binds most UN-participant nations to 
“take actions to reduce or eliminate the 
production, use and/or release” of DDT. 
Meanwhile thousands die needlessly 
every day, and though Americans do not 
witness firsthand this overseas genocide, 
the resurgence of mosquito-borne West 
Nile Virus in the United States could 
soon demand a DDT renaissance. 


For more information about DDT, see movie review 


on page 29. 
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Club of Rome pub- 
lished a report, The 
First Global Revolu- 
tion, in which it as- 
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Standard Practice Murder 


The grisly evidence that led to abortionist Kermit Gosnell being found guilty of murder is 
being portrayed in most media as an aberration, but sadly it’s an everyday occurrence. 


by Dave Bohon 


he first sentence of the grand jury 
| report that brought to justice one 
of the nation’s most notorious 
abortionists and mass murderers is unin- 
tentionally profound: “This case is about a 
doctor who killed babies and endangered 
women.” Although these few words are 
intended to describe only the horrific case 
of Kermit Gosnell, the 72-year-old physi- 
cian who was convicted May 13 of mur- 
dering three babies born alive during late- 
term abortion procedures, in reality they 
prophetically condemn America’s entire 
multi-billion-dollar slaughterhouse abor- 
tion industry, which over the past 40 years 
has been responsible for the murders of an 
estimated 50 million pre-born babies at all 
levels of development. 

While Gosnell’s trial brought to light 
some details about late-term abortion that 
were far more graphic than even many 
dedicated pro-life activists are used to, in 
reality, observed Paul Rondeau of Ameri- 
can Life League, what Gosnell was up 
to was qualitatively no different “than 
what happens in Planned Parenthood, 
NARAL Pro-Choice and other abortion 
clinics over 1.2 million times every year. 
It stems from the same mindset found 
in any abortuary in any building in any 
small town community or big city.” That 
mindset places money and profit at the 
forefront of importance while disdaining 
the lives and futures of the women and 
children who are on the receiving end of 
abortion “services.” 


“House of Horrors” 

Kermit Gosnell’s sordid story exploded 
onto pro-life news sites (while being 
mostly ignored by the major media) 
nearly a year after federal agents raided 
his “House of Horrors” abortion clinic in 
February 2010. What the agents found 
upon entering Gosnell’s Women’s Medi- 
cal Society in Philadelphia might have 
come out of a Hollywood horror movie. 
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An old story: The 72-year-old abortionist Kermit Gosnell was able to murder infants and do abortions 
in a disgustingly filthy clinic because, according to the grand jury report, though the Pennsylvania 
Department of Health knew of his actions by 1972, they didn’t want a “barrier” to abortions. 


According to testimony from agents on 
the scene that day, the conditions in and 
around the procedure rooms were, “by 
far, the worst” they had ever seen. “The 
clinic reeked of animal urine, courtesy of 
the cats that were allowed to roam (and 
defecate) freely,” the 281-page grand jury 
report recalled. “Furniture and blankets 
were Stained with blood. Instruments 
were not properly sterilized. Disposable 
medical supplies were not disposed of; 
they were reused, over and over again. 
Medical equipment — such as the defi- 
brillator, the EKG, the pulse oximeter, 
the blood pressure cuff — was generally 
broken; even when it worked, it wasn’t 
used. The emergency exit was padlocked 
shut.” One agent said that the cleanliness 
and general atmosphere of the clinic re- 
sembled that of an unserviced gas station 
restroom. 


The physical conditions of the clinic 
were not the worst of what agents dis- 
covered, however. As they poked around 
the premises and investigated storerooms 
and refrigerators, they discovered, to their 
horror, the remains of scores of late-term 
pre-born babies in milk jugs, juice cartons, 
and pet food containers, along with jars 
containing tiny severed limbs and feet. 

The remains came, the grand jury 
report explained, from the late-term 
babies that Gosnell and his small army 
of untrained and unqualified assistants 
had killed on a regular basis as mostly 
low-income women from the surround- 
ing neighborhoods streamed through for 
abortions at 26 weeks of pregnancy and 
later. The report speculated that over the 
years hundreds of babies were delivered 
alive by mothers at the clinic, and then 
quickly murdered by Gosnell or an as- 
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Gruesome display: Though not all abortion clinics keep parts of infants they abort in jars, as did Gosnell, they commonly chop apart infants. One 
abortion doctor said that allowing a baby to be born before killing “it” was merely “sloppy technique.” Killing “it” in the womb won't get one arrested. 


sistant who would plunge a scissors into 
the neck of a newborn, severing the spi- 
nal cord. 

One of the assistants, 50-year-old 
medical school dropout Stephen Massof, 
estimated that in his five years at Gos- 
nell’s clinic he witnessed the live births 
of some 100 babies, whose spinal cords 
were then snipped — “literally a behead- 
ing,” he said. Massof, one of several of 
the staff who pled guilty to murder, and 
are now in prison, testified that women 
who came in for late-term abortions 
would be administered medication to 
speed up their deliveries. Subsequently, 
throughout a typical evening of such pro- 
cedures, “it would rain fetuses — fetuses 
and blood all over the place,” he recalled. 
“T felt like a fireman in hell. I couldn’t 
put out all the fires.... | would run around 
with scissors.” 

The grand jury report concluded that 
killing babies who had been delivered 
alive by their mothers at the clinic was not 
a rare occurrence, but “really had to be 
part of Gosnell’s plan. His method for per- 
forming late-term abortions was to induce 
labor and delivery of intact fetuses, and 
he specialized in patients who were well 
beyond 24 weeks. Thus, the birth of live, 
viable babies was a natural and predict- 
able consequence. The subsequent slitting 
of spinal cords, without any consideration 
for the babies’ viability, was an integral 
part of what Gosnell’s employees called 
his ‘standard procedure.’” 
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Not an Aberration 

Planned Parenthood and other abortion 
groups did their best to ignore the shock 
the American public expressed as pro-life 
and conservative websites — followed to 
a lesser extent by reluctant major news 
outlets — exposed the horrors that went 
on inside Gosnell’s clinic. As it turns 
out, they knew about it all along, but did 
nothing to put an end to the killings and 
the abuse of women. And for good rea- 
son. Far from being the “aberration” the 
abortion industry would like to portray 
Gosnell as being, in reality the birth and 
murder of viable babies during abortions 
have added up to “standard procedure” 
for quite a number of abortion clinics 
over the years. 

As some pro-life leaders had speculated 
would happen, the Gosnell case appeared 
to embolden assistants working with sim- 
ilar murderous abortionists around the 
country. In early May, as Gosnell’s trial 
was winding down, three former employ- 
ees of a Houston clinic came forward to 
testify on video that they had witnessed 
abortionist Douglas Karpen kill babies 
born during late-term abortions by snip- 
ping their spinal cords, sticking a scissors 
into the soft spot in their skulls, and even 
by twisting off their heads. 

On May 14 the pro-life group Life Dy- 
namics released the video in which the 
three women — Deborah Edge, Gigi Agu- 
ilar, and Krystal Rodriguez — are seen 
and heard recalling the murders they said 


occurred regularly at Karpen’s Houston 
clinic. While the women do not identify 
Karpen by name, Troy Newman of Opera- 
tion Rescue did so the day after the video 
was released. 


“With His Own Bare Hands” 

On the video, Edge says that live births 
were a common occurrence at Aaron 
Women’s Clinic in Houston. “I think every 
morning I saw several, on several occa- 
sions,” she says on the video. “If we had 
20-something patients ... maybe 10, or 12, 
or 15 patients would be large procedures, 
and out of those large procedures I’m pret- 
ty sure I was seeing at least three or four 
fetuses that were completely delivered in 
some way or another.” 

With Aguilar and Rodriguez by her side 
to corroborate her testimony, Edge contin- 
ues: “When he did an abortion, especially 
an over-20-week abortion, most of the 
time the fetus would come completely out 
before he either cut the spinal cord or he 
introduced one of the instruments into the 
soft spot of the fetus in order to kill the 
fetus.” She adds that sometimes Karpen 
would twist “the head off the neck ... with 
his own bare hands.” 

As the women recount the scores of live 
births and subsequent killings they wit- 
nessed at the hands of Karpen, Gigi Aguilar 
recalls how one baby actually opened up 
his eyes and grabbed his executioner’s hand 
before Karpen completed the deadly “‘post- 
birth” abortion. “He was alive,’ Aguilar 
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attests of the newborn, who was later dis- 
patched in the same manner as the others. 
The legal limit for abortion in Texas 
is 24 weeks, but the three women con- 
firmed that Karpen would kill babies far 
older than that. In the video Edge says 
that Karpen “does a lot of huge abortions. 
A lot of the times we would bring the big 
fetus that was over-age and we would re- 
open the bag and just look at it and be 
like, ‘ ... it’s so big!’ You know, we would 
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be amazed how big it was.” 

The women corroborated 
their allegations of murder 
with photos they took inside 
the abortion clinic. Opera- 
tion Rescue’s Troy Newman 
said that the photos — which 
are very disturbing, to put it 
mildly — “show babies that 
are huge, with gashes in 
their necks, indicating that 
these babies were likely born 
alive, then killed, just as Ker- 
mit Gosnell did.” In fact, Newman added, 
“there are numerous similarities between 
Karpen and the Gosnell case, including 
the disregarding of complaints by the au- 
thorities that allowed both men to continue 
their illegal operations.” 

According to the Houston Chronicle, 
the Texas Department of State Health 
Services has begun to investigate Karpen, 
who, as of this writing, continues to per- 
form abortions. 


Abortion Clinic Employees -~ "Babies born alive daily.” ~ YouTube 
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Abortion Clinic Employees -- "Babies born alive daily.” 
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Coming forward: Many informers are now coming forward to report the killing of babies out of the 
womb at other abortion clinics. And other clinics are being investigated for inappropriate sanitation 
and abortion practices. In Illinois, according to the Chicago Tribune, two of nine clinics were closed. 
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While the abortion lobby has insisted 
that monsters like Gosnell and Karpen are 
unusual in the abortion industry, Chery] 
Sullenger, senior policy advisor for Op- 
eration Rescue, confirmed that their mur- 
derous behavior is far from uncommon. 
“Most authorities look the other way or 
flat out refuse to prosecute because they 
do not want to deal with the controversial 
issue of abortion or are politically predis- 
posed to ignore abortion cases,” Sullenger 
told THE NEw AMERICAN. 


More Disturbing Revelations 
In 2008, Operation Rescue reported that a 
nurse working with George Tiller associ- 
ate Shelley Sella, a circuit-riding late-term 
abortionist, allegedly witnessed Sella stab 
to death a baby born alive during a late- 
term abortion at Tiller’s Women’s Health 
Care Services abortion clinic in Wichita, 
Kansas. The nurse, identified as Tina 
David, a Tiller employee, “gave us a very 
specific eye-witness account about the 
incident,” said Newman. “We were told 
that the baby was 35 weeks gestation at 
the time of the abortion. The baby came 
out and was moving. Sella looked up at 
Ms. David, then picked up a utensil and 
stabbed the baby in the left ribcage, twist- 
ing the utensil until the baby quit moving. 
At 35 weeks, there is no doubt about vi- 
ability. This is murder in anybody’s book.” 
And in March 2008, Students for Life in 
America released an undercover video in 
which Tiller, who was himself murdered 
in 2009, can be seen and heard saying that 
if a baby is born alive during an abortion, 
“it’s just sloppy technique. It is just tech- 
nique that is reprehensible. The guy that 
did that ought to have his head beat up.” 
Most recently the pro-life investigative 
group Live Action released a video that 
shows a Washington, D.C., abortionist 
admitting that he would not do anything 
to save a baby born alive during an abor- 
tion. Asked by an undercover Live Action 
investigator posing as a pregnant woman 
seeking an abortion what he would do if 
her aborted baby somehow survived his 
murderous late-term procedure, abortion- 
ist Cesare Santengelo concedes that while 
“legally we would be obligated to help it, 
you know, to survive,” if the mother “went 
into labor, the membranes ruptured, and 
you delivered before we got to the termi- 
nation part of the procedure here ... then 
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Melissa Ohden: An Abortion Survivor - CBN.com - YouTube 
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The end result: When abortions are “botched,” often viable infants are born — as was the case 
with Melissa Ohden (shown). Pro-abortionists say that only “fetuses” are aborted, not humans, 
but if an abortion is not done, the result is always a human. 


we would do things — we would — we 
would not help it.” 


Twisting the Story 

Following Gosnell’s conviction, the abor- 
tion industry attempted to co-opt the hor- 
ror for their own purposes, insisting that 
if everyone worked just a little bit harder 
to make abortion safer and more available 
to women, such criminal behavior like 
Gosnell’s would disappear. Eric Ferrero, a 
spokesman for Planned Parenthood, said 
that the Gosnell case “has made clear that 
we must have and enforce laws that pro- 
tect access to safe and legal abortion, and 
we must reject misguided laws that would 
limit women’s options and force them to 
seek treatment from criminals like Kermit 
Gosnell.” Similarly, Ilyse Hogue of the 
National Abortion Rights Action League 
said that Gosnell’s atrocities should re- 
inforce the need to ensure that all women 
have access to a “full range of health 
services including safe, high-quality and 
legal abortion care.” 

But Father Frank Pavone of Priests for 
Life pointed out that Gosnell-like issues 
have been present in the abortion industry 
for years. “In the mid-90’s, I helped com- 
pile the book Lime 5, which documents 
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hundreds of Gosnells,” recalled Pavone 
to THE NEw AMrRICAN. He added that the 
1999 case of Chicago’s Christ Hospital, 
where then-nurse Jill Stanek revealed that 
babies born alive during abortion proce- 
dures were often left to die, “shows that 
this problem is not new.” The Christ Hos- 
pital revelations helped lead to the 2002 
Born Alive Infants Protection Act, passed 
in an attempt to prevent babies born alive 
during abortions from being discarded or 
murdered. 


Children Born Alive 

Indeed, children born alive in the pro- 
cess of an abortion are among the most 
eloquent arguments against the murder- 
ous procedure altogether, regardless of 
whether it is done early in a pregnancy 
or when a pre-born baby is fully viable. 
There have been many such examples, 
including Gianna Jessen, whose mother 
chose a saline abortion in 1977 when she 
was seven and one half months pregnant. 
But instead of being aborted, Gianna was 
born — premature, badly burned by the 
saline injection, but alive. Because of the 
quick response of a compassionate nurse, 
who rushed the newborn to the hospital, 
today Gianna is a bold champion for life. 


“I am happy to be alive,” Jessen told a 
congressional subcommittee in 1996. “I 
almost died. Every day I thank God for 
life. I do not consider myself a by-product 
of conception, a clump of tissue, or any 
other of the titles given to a child in the 
womb. I do not consider any person con- 
ceived to be any of those things.” Jessen 
told the lawmakers that “the best thing I 
can show you to defend life is my life. It 
has been a great gift.” 

A similarly bold champion for the 
unborn is Sarah Smith, who survived 
an abortion that killed her twin brother. 
Sarah’s mother, Betty, did not know that 
she was carrying twins when she went in 
for a “procedure” in 1970. “The abortion- 
ist, apparently, did not realize it either,” 
wrote William F. Jasper in the January 
17, 2000 issue of THE NEW AMERICAN. 
“His search-and-destroy mission yielded 
only one tiny victim.” 

Sarah recalled that several weeks after 
the abortion that took her brother, “my 
mother was shocked to feel me kicking in 
her womb. She already had five children 
and she knew what it felt like when a baby 
kicked in the womb. She instantly knew 
that somehow she was still pregnant.” 

Sarah’s mother went back to the doctor 
with the shocking news — adding that she 
wanted to keep the baby the doctor missed 
in the “botched” abortion. “To this day, 
my mother deeply regrets that abortion,” 
said Sarah. “I know the pain is unbearable 
for her at times when she looks at me and 
knows she aborted my twin brother. Mom 
says ‘the protective hand of Almighty God 
saved my life,’ that God’s hand covered 
and hid me in her womb, and protected 
me from the scalpel of death.” 

In 2008, another abortion survivor, Me- 
lissa Ohden, had the joy of delivering her 
first child in the same hospital where her 
birth mother tried to abort her via a saline 
injection procedure 31 years earlier. Ad- 
opted into a loving family, Melissa had no 
idea of her miraculous life history until she 
was 14, when her sister got pregnant out 
of wedlock and was contemplating having 
an abortion. It was then that her adoptive 
mother, Linda, decided to reveal the truth 
of Melissa’s birth in order to dissuade Me- 
lissa’s sister from going through with the 
abortion. 

Recalled Melissa in a 2010 interview 
with CBN News: “She said, ‘We never 
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Whose choice? Pro-abortion proponents claim to be “pro-choice,” but it’s hard to fathom how 
the rights of a woman supersede the rights of a “girl” in her womb. If one makes a bad decision 
affecting another life when driving, one must take responsibility; why not when having sex? 


meant to keep it from you. There’s no 
easy way to tell you this. Please know that 
we'll always love you.’ Then she just kind 
of blurted it out. She said, ‘Melissa, your 
mother had an abortion during her fifth 
month of pregnancy with you and you 
survived it.” 

Linda recalled with deep emotion the 
first time she saw the high-risk baby that 
the local social services department had 
offered to her and her husband for adop- 
tion. “When we first saw Melissa, her 
head was shaved from temple to temple, 
because she was too little to suck and they 
fed her intravenously,” Linda told CBN 
News. “They told us all the things that 
could be wrong with her because of the 
premature birth, but as soon as they put 
her in my arms, I knew she was going to 
be fine. She was just beautiful. Absolutely 
beautiful.” 

Not surprisingly, the news that her birth 
mother tried to kill her was difficult for 
Melissa to deal with. “The biggest ques- 
tion was, ‘Why?’” she recalled. “‘Why 
could you make that decision to end my 
life? Could I have been so unwanted and 
so unloved by them?’ Even though I knew 
that Jesus loved me and my family loved 
me, it could not take away the pain.” 

Inner healing did come, however, and 
with it the realization that God had a plan 
for her life, which included sharing her 
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story with the world, along with becom- 
ing a wife and mother. The irony of giving 
birth to her first child in the hospital where 
an abortionist tried to kill her adds a sense 
of drama and justice to Melissa’s story. 

“T used to drive past that hospital grip- 
ping the wheel of my car, because it 
was so hurtful for me to know that that 
is the building where I struggled for my 
life,’ Melissa told CBN News. “Now I 
can drive past that hospital with my head 
held high, because it holds the most 
beautiful memories that I will ever hold 
in this life.” 

She added that “there is no greater gift, 
I believe, that a woman can give than life 
to a child. And if she believes that she 
can’t provide for that child forever, the 
next best thing that she can do for that 
child then is to give them the joy of being 
with another family for adoption. People 
can say all the time, “You shouldn’t have 
lived. How could you have lived?’ For 
me that answer is very simple. It was the 
Lord. He had every hand in it. The Lord 
packaged me this way and He made me 
the person that I am to go forth and share 
His message.” 


Reframing the Abortion “Debate” 

If nothing else, the Gosnell case — along 
with the revelations of horror and heart- 
lessness by other abortionists — serves to 


put an exclamation point on the indisput- 
able fact that whether inflicted on a moth- 
er and child in the early or late stages of 
pregnancy, or even after a child has exited 
the womb, abortion in every case is noth- 
ing less than murder. 

Father Pavone noted that while every 
abortion is equally wrong, the unspeak- 
able crimes that occurred in Gosnell’s 
“House of Horrors” provide a frame of 
reference that even the most jaded of 
individuals cannot deny. “Focusing on 
live birth abortion and late term abor- 
tion is a starting point,” he told THE NEw 
AMERICAN. “It wakes people up to what 
abortion means, and once awakened, 
they can start to consider what is and 
isn’t different about abortion at earlier 
stages — but with the concrete attention 
to detail that is needed to get to the heart 
of this issue.” 

Operation Rescue’s Cheryl Sullenger 
concurred, telling THE NEw AMERICAN: 
“As we expose the horrors of late-term 
abortions, it will only help further stigma- 
tize abortion in general. People are mov- 
ing toward the pro-life position and will 
continue to do so when they hear the truth 
about what happens during an abortion.” 
She added that once people firmly oppose 
late-term abortions, “‘it is just a small step 
to understanding that all abortion is a bru- 
tal killing that should not be tolerated by a 
civilized society.” 

As Judie Brown of the American Life 
League put it, there is no qualitative dif- 
ference between Kermit Gosnell and his 
feces-smeared, blood spattered, back-alley 
abortion clinic staffed by uneducated, un- 
qualified employees, and the smiling abor- 
tionists and their staff who administer the 
killings in Planned Parenthood’s most 
pristine and gleaming execution cham- 
bers. Gosnell is nothing more or less than 
“the exemplar of those in the industry who 
place no value on any human being prior 
to birth, or clearly after birth,’ said Brown 
following Gosnell’s conviction. “He is 
not the exception. Every abortion kills a 
human being.” 

She emphasized that efforts to regulate 
the abortion industry “will not solve this 
terror against the innocent. Abortion is a 
filthy business, and shiny clean abortion 
chambers do nothing to change the grievous 
crime to the most innocent. Abortion cannot 
be regulated. It must be eliminated.” 
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The word “tolerance’ implies a go-along-and-get-along 
atmosphere. But actually tolerance means moral people 
have to be silent as they are belittled by immoral ones. 


by Selwyn Duke 


bor to say there are 20 gods, or 
no god. It neither picks my pocket 
nor breaks my leg.” This thought, articu- 
lated by Thomas Jefferson 200 years ago, 
aligns well with sentiments espoused today. 
“T don’t care what adults do in their private 
lives,” says the libertarian. “But listen, 
buddy,” adds the don’ t-tread-on-me conser- 
vative, “just don’t shove it in my face.” But 
does this characteristic attitude of Ameri- 
can modernity damn us to spawn a very 
un-American posterity? Does a misguided 
tolerance ensure an intolerable future? 
Continual tolerance of a thing generally 
leads to its acceptance. For instance, while 
we may find ice-age temperatures unpleas- 
ant, a civilization experiencing them long 
enough becomes like the Eskimos in the 
Arctic and accepts its eternal winter as the 
new normal. But what of the abnormal? 
Should it be tolerated? 
To answer this question, we must first 
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address moderns’ flawed conception of tol- 
erance. G.K. Chesterton once said, “Toler- 
ance is the virtue of the man without con- 
victions”; it should be added that it is also 
his vice. For tolerance is a virtue only when 
exercised as is necessary, since it implies 
a perceived negative. For example, you 
would have to tolerate an itchy rash or stub- 
born cold, but you wouldn’t tolerate a fine 
car or a delectable meal — you relish those 
things. And while we may admire a man 
who tolerates suffering with a stiff upper 
lip, this may turn to contempt if he invites 
it upon himself with a tolerance for being 
a doormat; it then seems like weakness of 
character at best, masochism at worst. 

The reality is that being tolerant is only 
noble in two situations. One is when the 
thing you are “putting up with” isn’t ob- 
jectively bad, but you nonetheless dislike 
it. An example is putting up with broccoli 
even though you find it distasteful. 

The second is when you tolerate 
something that is actually bad (e.g., foul 
weather or the flu) because there is noth- 


ing you can do to improve the situation. 

As for those bad things that can be 
changed, the virtue lies only in making 
them history. 

There is no better example of what hap- 
pens when this is forgotten than that of 
homosexuality. When confronted with ho- 
mosexual activism, many people will re- 
flexively use the “I don’t care ... just don’t 
shove” line. They will say that homosexu- 
ality should be kept, if not in the closet, 
at least behind closed doors; consume it 
if you must — just don’t market it. And 
don’t tell me I’m a bigot for opposing it. 


How Tolerance Works 

But this isn’t how things work in the real 
world. To accept something is to allow it 
out in the open, and marketing usually 
follows. The Democrat platform is mar- 
keted in America because it is accepted, 
but Nazism isn’t marketed in any visible 
way because it isn’t accepted. Note here 
that Hunter Madsen and Marshall Kirk, 
authors of After the Ball: How America 
Will Conquer Its Fear and Hatred of Gays 
in the 90’s, called for a desensitization of 
Americans to homosexuality via a “con- 
tinuous flood of gay-related advertising,’ 
a “conversion of the average American’s 
emotions, mind, and will, through a 
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He hasn’t fallen victim to the acceptance 
con, that seductive social-steward sloth 
sterton warned of when writing, “All 


servatism is based upon the idea that if 
u leave things alone you leave them as 
ley are. But you do not. If you leave a thing 
ine you leave it to a torrent of change.” 


planned psychological attack, in the form 
of propaganda fed to the nation via the 
media.” (Emphasis added.) Madsen, by 
the way, was a marketing man by trade. 

And what happens when marketing 
is effective enough? Remember that, as 
someone once said, stigmas are the corol- 
laries of values; if something is considered 
a positive, that which condemns it will be 
considered a negative. For example, with 
the acceptance of mixed-race marriages, 
wouldn’t it be ridiculous to wonder why 
they’re out in the open? And just imagine 
if you said, “Look, I know there are going 
to be black people, just don’t call me a 
bigot for not liking it.’ How far would 
this appeal get you? This doesn’t mean I 
equate sexual inclination with race — but 
the fact is that a certain segment of society 
is doing just that. And if it comes to be 
viewed and accepted in just the same way, 
that which opposes it will be stigmatized 
just as bona fide bigotry has been. Hunter 
and Madsen recognized this, mind you, 
writing that in the future those who “still 
feel compelled” to oppose homosexuality 
will be “cow[ed] and silence[d] ... as far 
as possible”; the homosexual activists also 
said that if they can “produce a major re- 
alignment solidly in favour of gay rights, 
the intransigents (like the racists of twenty 
years ago) will eventually be effectively 
silenced by both law and polite society.” 
And 20 years later, hate-speech laws are a 
reality in the Western world. 

Another good example of the acceptance 
trap involves Islam, sharia law, and Third 
World immigration. Many conservatives 
will say, “Come to America if you want, 
just abide by our rules when you come 
to America.” And radical libertarians go 
further, opposing all immigration law and 
averring that an influx of poor immigrants 
wouldn’t be a problem if we simply didn’t 
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have a welfare state. But this 
betrays a cultural/ideological 
provincialism that precludes 
the understanding that alien 
cultures involve alien thought 
— and alien desires. 

What these conservatives 
and libertarians are saying 
— in a promotion of liberty, 
ironically — is “Do things 
our way and everything will 
be okay.” But other people 
want to do things their way, 
and their ways can be very different. Just 
as a fish wants a watery world and a polar 
bear an icy one, people naturally work 
to establish the cultural norms to which 
they’re accustomed. The devout Mus- 
lim is at least as sure that sharia should 
hold sway as the libertarian is that liber- 
tarianism should, and he is likely even 
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Intolerant “tolerance”: When Christians heed the creed of tolerance to the point of accepting 


surer since he believes he is obeying di- 
vine injunction. What is more, he hasn’t 
fallen victim to the acceptance con, that 
seductive social-steward sloth Chesterton 
warned of when writing, “All conserva- 
tism is based upon the idea that if you 
leave things alone you leave them as they 
are. But you do not. If you leave a thing 
alone you leave it to a torrent of change.” 
The activist will be that torrent of change, 
and you will learn the hard way that if you 
do not control the culture, the culture ends 
up controlling you. 


Controlling or Losing a Culture 

And if you don’t control your nation’s 
philosophical/theological foundation, the 
culture is as good as lost. This brings us to 
Thomas Jefferson’s belief that his neigh- 
bor’s choice of faith neither picks his pocket 
nor breaks his leg. While this seems a quint- 


immoral behavior, Christian beliefs and Christians soon become stigmatized. Nowadays, unlike 20 
years ago, Christians who reject homosexuality are publicly labeled “homophobes” and “bigots.” 
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essentially American sentiment, it was far 
from consensus at America’s founding. For 
instance, it is contradicted by John Adams’ 
1798 assertion, “Our Constitution was 
made only for a moral and religious people. 
It is wholly inadequate to the government 
of any other,’ and George Washington’s 
1796 farewell address statement, “Let us 
with caution indulge the supposition that 
morality can be maintained without reli- 
gion.” “Religious” here not only disquali- 
fies those believing in “no god,” but also, 
it’s safe to say, polytheists. After all, Wash- 
ington and Adams were not pagans but men 
whose conception of “religious” was that 
of Judeo-Christian monotheism. In other 
words, if our first and second presidents 
were right, we cannot be moral nor be gov- 
erned by our Constitution if we collectively 
depart from Judeo-Christian theism. 

So what can we say about Jefferson 
here? For one thing, he was a very sophis- 
ticated man who often expressed much 
wisdom. For another, on this matter he was 
simply very, very wrong. This should not 
be taken as a slight by his many fans; we 
all stumble at times. And if Jefferson had 
the benefit of being able to look back on a 
century of atheistic communism in action 
— with its gulags, killing fields, ravaged 
economies, and 100 million dead bodies 
— he might have had a different perspec- 
tive. He might have realized that while 
“Live and let live” sounds good, when 
enough people start living the wrong way, 
their philosophy can become “Live and let 
die” (hat tip: James Bond). For there is a 
reason why the ancient Greeks understood 
that philosophy (and, by extension, theol- 
ogy) lies at the heart of all things; there is 
a reason we call them “First Things.” Let 
us now delve more deeply. 

The truth is not just that morality and 
religion are linked, as Washington said. 
It’s that they are linked so inextricably. To 
understand why, consider how belief in 
God or lack thereof influences conception 
of right and wrong. If God exists and has 
a will — what is often called His “law” 
or Truth — then we can say that morality 
is something real, existing apart from and 
being above man. Yet if God doesn’t exist 
and man is, as Protagoras said, “the mea- 
sure of all things,” then humans are the 
source of what we only may call morality. 
And the operative word is “call” because 
we are then confronted with a striking 
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Cultural norms: When a dominant group does not protect its cultural beliefs, the culture will fall. 
In the Muslim world, in places where jihad and religious killings are condemned, small groups of 
Islamic militants take over and control public policy. Even in Europe, radical Islam is spreading. 


proposition: Morality doesn’t really exist. 
After all, imagine we learned that 90 per- 
cent of the world loved vanilla but hated 
chocolate. Would this make chocolate 
“bad” or “wrong’’? It would just be a mat- 
ter of whatever flavor works for you. But 
then how does it make any more sense to 
say that murder is “bad” or “wrong” if the 
only reason we do so is that the vast ma- 
jority of the world prefers that we not kill 
other humans in a manner the vast major- 
ity considers “unjust”? If consensus pref- 
erence is all it is, it then falls into the same 
category as flavors: taste. This explains 
why it’s no surprise that “whatever works 
for you” is now often applied to behavior 
as well. 

To analogize the matter, it’s as with 
the fact that the zebra exists and thus is a 
Physical Truth while a unicorn is a func- 
tion of imagination. No amount of believ- 
ing in unicorns will make them real nor 
will even the most ardent denial of zebras’ 
reality make them imaginary; moreover, 
adults generally don’t deny that zebras 
exist nor insist that unicorns do — such is 
the power of recognized reality. Likewise, 
when people believe in God and His will 
— that Moral Truth exists — they tend to 
take morality seriously. And when they be- 
lieve it’s just a “social construct”? They’re 


then more likely to see it as occupying the 
realm of unicorns. 

And if they think the matter through 
more thoroughly, they may say, to quote 
a man I once knew, “Murder isn’t wrong; 
it’s just that society says it is.” 

So what is the source of that character- 
istic mistake of moderns, moral relativism, 
with its familiar refrains “That’s your truth; 
someone else’s may be different” and “Ev- 
erything is a matter of perspective”? It’s 
clear it is atheism, which absolutely has 
the corollary that there is no morality. 
(Note: This isn’t to say, as atheists usually 
assume, that only the faithful can be moral; 
the godless cannot. The point is that if di- 
vine will isn’t real, no one can be “moral” 
because you cannot conform to a non- 
existent standard. “Moral” is as incom- 
prehensible a term in a universe without 
Truth as “physical” is in one without mat- 
ter.) And this is why George Washington 
was right. Just as people wouldn’t abide 
by the “laws” of physics if they didn’t be- 
lieve they existed (the idea jumping off a 
building and flying sounds like fun) and 
there weren’t obvious and immediate con- 
sequences for their violation (splat!), they 
won’t be likely to abide by morality if they 
believe its laws don’t exist; this is espe- 
cially true since the personal consequences 
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How does it make any more sense to say that 
murder is “bad” or “wrong” if the only reason 
we do so is that the vast majority of the world 
prefers that we not kill other humans ina 
manner the vast majority considers “unjust”? 
If consensus preference is all it is, it then falls 
into the same category as flavors: taste. 


— the spiritual and emotional harm you 
may suffer — aren’t as obvious. 

A similar problem can arise when 
enough neighbors believe in 20 gods. 
Pagan gods were not only ascribed 
human frailties and fierce wrath and thus 
set poor examples, but, more to the point, 
what is man to make of their inter-theistic 
squabbles? If they disagree on even one 
minor point, it follows that they cannot 
all be infallible and truly godly, as then 
one, many, or all must be wrong. And 
then how can we trust what they may say 
about morality? At best, we may then 
pick whatever god’s standard is conve- 
nient, or, quite likely, we will view mo- 
rality as some nebulous thing and paint 
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Decisions have consequences: Without religion, there ory is no basis to ase catia right 


our own shade of gray. Of 
course, they could all be on 
the same page soup to nuts, 
but then they start to seem 
more like constituent parts 
of one corporate mind, much 
like the Holy Trinity. Or you 
could draw Aristotle’s con- 
clusion that there must be 
an “Immovable Mover” that 
is above all, but then your 
gods seem more like gray 
angels than deities. Either 
way, you're ultimately brought back to 
monotheism. 

The point is that what your neighbors 
believe about philosophy and theology 
certainly can pick your pocket or break 
your leg. For belief grown sufficiently 
strong translates into words and action. 
And if right and wrong is just a matter of 
taste, why not confiscate others’ wealth if 
it serves your ends, as atheistic Western 
statists do? Why not break a few eggs and 
crack even more skulls to make your om- 
elet, as the atheistic Khmer Rouge did? 
And why not sacrifice thousands of people 
a year on bloody altars as were the pagan 
Aztecs wont (especially when your gods 
specifically demand it)? The only rule in 
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or wrong. The rightness and wrongness of actions can only be determined by popular whim or, 
as was the case in Cambodia’s killing fields, by autocratic leaders. 
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a relativistic universe is that expressed by 
occultist Aleister Crowley: “Do what thou 
wilt shall be the whole of the law.” 

This brings us to what good citizens 
must understand with respect to law. It 
is one thing to say that not all moral im- 
peratives are the domain of government. 
Yet certainly true is that all moral impera- 
tives are absolutely the domain of society 
and its “laws,” which are known as social 
codes, conventions, and traditions. Con- 
sider manners, for instance. I don’t know 
anyone who would want the state to pun- 
ish citizens for not saying thank you or 
holding doors, but who among us doesn’t 
believe that a profoundly rude man de- 
serves whatever scorn comes his way? 
And how important are manners? English 
philosopher Edmund Burke explained, 
“Manners are of more importance than 
laws. The law can touch us here and 
there, now and then. Manners are what 
vex or soothe, corrupt or purify, exalt or 
debase, barbarize or refine us, by a con- 
stant, steady, uniform, insensible opera- 
tion like that of the air we breathe in.” 

And because conservatives have been 
remiss and allowed that great torrent of 
change, we have ceded control over our 
culture’s manners to the Left and now 
breathe the polluted air known as politi- 
cal correctness. It is administered mainly 
by society (yes, the media and academia 
are part of society), which is why its so- 
cial pressure is so effective at controlling 
behavior — it touches us all the time. It 
is the sum total of the judgments of the 
nonjudgmental, the morality of the moral 
skeptics, and the limitations of the lovers 
of license; political correctness comprises 
the social “laws” of the Left. And these 
corrupt laws now dominate not because 
their creators are numerous, but because 
passion trumps passivity. It’s as with gov- 
ernment. Imagine that you said about it, “I 
don’t care what you do, just don’t shove 
it in my face.” Imagine that, in keeping 
with this, you disengaged from the po- 
litical process, refusing to campaign or 
be involved in lawmaking at all. Would it 
be surprising if your opponents were then 
able to enact a whole regime of laws that 
served their ends and did shove an agenda 
in your face? You never even showed up 
on the battlefield to fight. 

The point here is that you may be able 
to have libertarianism in government to 
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They are winning: The Left knows that to win 
the political war, it must first win the cultural 
war. Its main tack has been to convince 
Christians to accept as normal un-Christian 
behavior. Now many professed Christians 
celebrate homosexuality, though the Bible 
reviles it. 


some degree, but you can never, ever have 
it in the social sphere. People will always 
have consensus preferences and dislikes, 
and they will quite naturally apply social 
pressure in accordance with them. Like it 
or not, this is what people do. And when 
the dislike for something reaches a certain 
threshold, there is no tolerance for it — 
like it or not. Ergo, the hate-speech laws 
outlawing criticism of those two socially 
vigilant groups: Muslims and homosexuals. 

So what can we say about the accep- 
tance con? Well, to paraphrase a meta- 
phor in philosopher C.S. Lewis’ book 
Mere Christianity, it’s as if man were a 
fleet of ships. Moderns will say that they 
don’t care how the ships operate as long 
as they don’t collide with one another. 
If they don’t operate properly, however, 


they may not be able to help but collide 
with one another. And we now collide 
with each other constantly. We saw this 
in the federal contraception mandate 
foisted on Christians, in the IRS’s target- 
ing of conservative groups, in Newtown, 
in little schoolboys punished for pointing 
their fingers like guns, in a 42- percent 
out-of-wedlock birthrate, in confiscatory 


taxation, in an economy ravaged through 
irresponsibility, and in the general exalta- 
tion of evil. America is a nation adrift be- 
cause we have thrown the moral compass 
overboard and traded Truth for a twisted 
tolerance. We have forgotten that nature 
abhors a vacuum — and that where God’s 
virtues are purged, the Devil’s values are 
sure to slither their way in. Hl 


THE 


ONYX 


COLLECTION 


CJbpeee les gour bath, 


202 Anderson Avenue, Belvue, KS 66407 
800-669-9867 (phone) 800-393-6699 (fax) 


Yes! Guaranteed Forever 


www.onyxcollection.com 


7) 
oO 
Do 
oO 

£ 

a 

<x 


Natural Foods Market PROVIDING 


Clark’s Nutritional Centers have the vitamins, minerals, herbs sige ail leas 
and other supplements you need to keep your health and fitness at 


their highest level, plus all the latest information about them eine 4 bor 
available through our extensive online catalog. i 


Locations Serving You: 


RIVERSIDE RANCHO MIRAGE LOMA LINDA 
4225 Market Street 34175 Monterey Ave. 11235 Mountain View Ave. 
Riverside, CA 92501 Rancho Mirage, CA 92270 Loma Linda, CA 92354 
(951) 686-4757 (760) 324-4626 (909) 478-7714 
Fax (951) 686-5678 Fax (760) 969-6730 Fax (909) 478-0814 
Deli (951) 686-9970 


LOCATIONS 
Mail Orders: (800) 251-8996 Atlanta, TX + Texarkana, TX 


Texarkana, AR « Arkadelphia, AR 
Online Orders: www.clarksnutrition.com pace oe AR 


Containerized Storage From 
The People Who Invented The Concept 


CONTAINER, INC. 
Serving You Since 1976 
Straight From the Harbor To Your Site 
Refrigerated Units Always Available 
LENGTHS UP TO 45' 
24-HOUR DELIVER 
BUY OR RENT 


REFRIGEp 

ATOR/F, 
- Lso REEZE 
www.container.com AVAILABI E RS 


1-800-221-3727 


Exposing Four sopani i tis 


A California doctor treks around the world in 40 
days to uncover the effects of banning DDT. 


by Rebecca Terrell 


3 Billion and Counting, Produced/written/directed by D. Rut- 
ledge Taylor, Los Angeles, California: Frogbite Productions, 102 


minutes (2010). 
M corruption and foreign atrocities and end by shak- 
ing their heads in discouragement. Not so with D. 
Rutledge Taylor. Known to his patients as “Dr. Rutledge,” this 
California physician learned that malaria claims the lives of one 
million people every year in poor countries because governments 
prevent them from using the only known antidote, and he took a 
different tack. Hoping to right the wrong, he hired a video produc- 
tion crew and traveled around the world to chronicle the devasta- 
tion of a decades-old bureaucratic ban on the insecticide DDT. 

Dr. Rutledge specializes in preventive medicine and was re- 
searching ways to ward off West Nile Virus in 2004, the year cases 
surged in California. He discovered that malaria, another infec- 
tious disease transmitted by insects, is far more prevalent in today’s 
world than any other communicable illness. In search for a solu- 
tion, he asked some colleagues, and what he found horrified him. 

“DDT is a preventive measure. It just turns malaria on and off 
like a switch,” said Dr. Art Robinson, biochemist and president 
of the Oregon Institute of Science and Medicine. “The number of 
children slaughtered by the ban of DDT is greater than any other 
genocide in world history.” Robinson challenged Dr. Rutledge 
to go find out for himself, inspiring what became a five-year 
project including a journey through Africa, India, and Indonesia 
to witness the carnage firsthand, and several trips to Washington, 
D.C., to answer the question, “Why did they ban that chemical?” 

A compelling and controversial documentary, 3 Billion and 
Counting is named for the number of malaria victims world- 
wide throughout history. It exposes genocide in poor countries 
committed by bureaucrats in wealthy nations who kill with the 
“stroke of a pen.” 

But even more compelling than the numbers of dead are the 
faces of individual children in hospitals of sub-Saharan Africa 
and Indonesia suffering intensely as the disease escalates from 
uncontrollable shaking, extreme muscle pain, and high fever to 
anemia, cerebral meningitis, or renal failure. Those who survive 
are often left with chronic pain and fatigue and sometimes per- 
manent brain damage. 

Dr. Rutledge juxtaposes interviews of mothers and hospital 
workers weeping over these dying children with those of smug 
bureaucrats and environmentalists lamenting fabricated dead 
birds. With detailed research he exposes as counterfeit the many 
myths surrounding DDT as a supposed carcinogen, infertility 
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agent, and ecological threat. Finally, he reaches the inevitable 
conclusion that policies stifling DDT are rooted in the lies of 
blind-faith environmentalists who fund a concerted, racist popu- 
lation control movement that believes the world would be a much 
better place with fewer people in it. 

In the first 40 minutes of the DVD, Dr. Rutledge’s crew takes 
viewers on a 40-day trek through malaria-ravaged countries in 
Africa and Indonesia. Public health officials everywhere repeat 
the same story: Malaria is a more serious problem even than HIV. 
Thirty-five percent of all women in Sumba Island, Indonesia, 
have lost a child to malaria. Francois Maartens of the Medical 
Research Council in Durban, South Africa, likens the destructive 
effects of the disease to “loading Boeing 747 airbuses full of kids 
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Arron Krummel 


One man making a difference: Dr. D. Rutledge Taylor is writer, 
producer, director, lyricist, and, as shown here, cameraman of his 
documentary, 3 Billion and Counting. 


every day and crashing them.” In Nairobi, the UNICEF coordina- 
tor of the Roll Back Malaria Network (RBM), John Chimumba, 
says, “Every 10 seconds you get a child dying of malaria.” 

Launched in 1998, RBM distributes insecticide-treated nets 
(ITNs) as one of its main malaria-prevention strategies. Dr. Rut- 
ledge exposes government-authorized racketeering as bureaucrats 
sell taxpayer-funded ITNs to impoverished, high-risk Africans, jus- 
tifying their plunder with the excuse that people won’t use them 
unless they have to pay for them. The video paradoxically cuts to a 
poverty-stricken village where children play within inches of raw 
sewage draining through the alley at the entrance to their family’s 
hut, reminding viewers that the world’s poorest people can’t afford 
basic necessities let alone a bed net. Regardless, Tim Freeman, a 
UNICEF Malaria Project officer in Mozambique admits, “People 
who use nets alone will always get malaria.” 

Interviewing public health officials in these countries, Dr. Rut- 
ledge discovered that most of them want DDT but can’t use it 
because of political pressures. Dr. Abdul Hamid Mussa, health 
provincial director in Mozambique, told him, “Because we have 
[government] funding we are not using DDT.” Mussa’s colleague 
Elizabeth Streat warned, “It’s difficult to talk about DDT here. 
It’s quite a sensitive issue.” 
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Yet officials in Swaziland reject foreign aid so that they can 
use DDT, effecting a decline in malaria cases in children under 
five from 65 percent to about five percent within 10 years. “No 
one can come and tell me that we don’t want DDT, because ’'m 
not asking for that money from any donors,” said Simon Kunene, 
Swaziland’s malaria program manager. 

India also benefits from DDT; malaria is practically eradicated 
from that country. The Indian government operates the world’s 
only major DDT production facility, Hindustani Chemical Ltd. In 
50 years of production, workers have had no negative health ef- 
fects. During Dr. Rutledge’s visit Rajendra Mohan, former chair- 
man of Hindustani Chemical, told him, “The problem with DDT 
is persistence of perception.” 

Indeed, for more than 50 years the perception has persisted that 
DDT is a threat to all living things. Environmentalist and author 
Rachel Carson cemented that attitude in public opinion with her 
1962 best-seller Silent Spring, a book described by contemporaries 
in the scientific community as emotional, deceitful, and alarmist. 

On his return to the United States, Dr. Rutledge uncovers the 
damage done by Silent Spring and the EPA’s subsequent DDT 
ban in a series of candid interviews with key players of the time, 
including former EPA Special Deputy Assistant Richard Fair- 
banks, Greenpeace co-founder Patrick Moore, and former Navy 
Surgeon General Harold Koenig. They and others explain that de- 
spite meticulous and comprehensive EPA hearings held in 1971 
and 1972 that completely exonerated DDT as safe and effec- 
tive, agency Administrator William Ruckelshaus single-handedly 
banned this lifesaving chemical, calling it an environmental risk 
and human carcinogen. 

Dr. Rutledge also attempted interviews with the EPA, the Pes- 
ticide Action Network, the World Wildlife Fund, Greenpeace, 
other activist groups, and Ruckelshaus himself. Their doors 
were slammed in his face. Viewers see Dr. Rutledge’s frustration 
mounting on repeated trips to Washington, D.C., for scheduled 
interviews cancelled at the last minute. 

But when he and his crew uncover the original EPA hearing 
transcripts — 9,312 pages sealed in 49 boxes and buried in the 
National Archives — they cut the original string bindings and ex- 
pose testimony ignored for most of the past four decades. Malaria 
is virtually preventable, and it is brutal government-sanctioned 
population control rather than environmental concern that keeps 
the only known preventive blacklisted. The evidence Dr. Rutledge 
reveals indicts high-level political leaders and prominent scien- 
tists with premeditated genocide against the “black, brown and 
yellow babies” of the world. He interviews numerous doctors, 
scientists, authors, and activists who confirm these findings. 

Dr. Rutledge stakes his life on his research by drinking three 
grams of DDT during the video, more than 100,000 times the 
amount people encountered daily in the 1960s when Carson cried 
wolf. He ends his fascinating exposé snacking on the white pow- 
der and asking, “With vector-borne disease on the rise, should we 
bring back DDT?” Millions of mothers who have lost children to 
malaria would say it is past time. 

Dr. Rutledge plans to release 3 Billion and Counting to theaters 
and for sale to the public in the coming months. In the meantime, 
he invites visitors to the website, 3billionandcounting.com, to 
join his mailing list and stay informed. 
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Suicide Intervention 


The Internet has increasingly become a 
forum for bullying and all types of nega- 
tivity, especially with the growth of social 
media sites, but this particular story un- 
derscores just how positive the Internet 
can be in the right hands. Jackie Rosas, 
a California teen, helped save the life of 
a 16-year-old New Jersey girl who wrote 
openly online about killing herself. 

Rosas noticed the 16-year-old’s suicidal 
message on a Tumblr blog and was con- 
cerned. She contacted local authorities at 
5 p.m. on May 6. All she knew about the 
girl was her first name, but with the efforts 
of local police and school staff, authorities 
were able to identify the girl, a resident 
of Union Township, New Jersey, just eight 
hours later. 

Rosas’ concerns proved to be legitimate. 
The unnamed 16-year-old was found un- 
conscious after she consumed an enormous 
quantity of pills. She was rushed to the hos- 
pital and is currently on psychiatric hold. 

“T kind of cried,’ Rosas said. “I was 
happy to know that I saved someone’s life. 
It happened at random and it’s an amaz- 
ing feeling knowing you are able to help 
someone from thousands of miles away.” 

Rosas had a strong feeling that the sui- 
cidal message was one to be taken seri- 
ously. The Daily Mail reported that Rosas 
noticed the girl had been posting a number 
of disconcerting messages on Tumblr for 
over a year, and that the 16-year-old had 
been badgered by severe bullying mes- 
sages from other users. 

“She blogged, saying she was going to 
end her life,’ Rosas told USA Today. “She 
had been fighting this depression, and when 
she posted that, my instinct was that she 
was serious.” The 16-year-old had reported- 
ly posted that suicide was her only option. 

Rosas first contacted a suicide hotline, 
but the operator instructed her to contact 
police. She then contacted Officer Kelly 
Nava, who tracked the teen tirelessly. 

Having just the teen’s first name, Nava 
recalled, “It was really nothing to start with. 
My first thought was to run [the girl’s] age 
and name through our local system ... and 
it came back with so many matches.” 

Nava enlisted the help of the local 
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high school. Cathedral City High School 
resource officer Heather Olsen tracked 
down a Twitter account matching the girl’s 
picture, and that helped them to learn the 
girl’s last name. 

Perusing the girl’s Twitter account, Olsen 
was able to learn that the girl was involved in 
a marching band at UHS, but it took a great 
deal of effort for Olsen to realize that UHS 
was Union Township High School. Appar- 
ently there are a number of high schools 
across the country with those initials. 

Once they realized that the girl was a 
Union Township High School student, 
however, everything fell into place, and 
the researchers acted fast. Nava contacted 
the Union Township Police Department 
just in time to save the girl, who had al- 
ready taken the pills. 

When Nava learned that the girl had 
been in real danger, she reportedly experi- 
enced “the chills.” 

All those involved in the search and res- 
cue of the 16-year-old are relieved to know 
that they stopped something tragic from 
taking place. “Life is so precious,” Olsen 
said. “It is worth every effort to save it.” 


Collinsville’s Support 


A family in Collinsville, Illinois, went 
above and beyond to show their support 
for the troops. Earl and Anita Johnson 
donated their family home on Woodland 
Trails Drive in Collinsville to U.S. Army 
Sgt. Thomas Walter, 39, and his wife, 
Theresa. The Walters have two children, 
Thomas Jr., 15, and Shanna, 14. 

Anita and Earl had recently purchased 
their dream retirement home just outside 
of Troy, Missouri. But rather than sell 
their home in Collinsville for a profit, the 
Johnsons elected to donate their home to 
a military family. 

According to the Johnsons, the donation 
was years in the making. When Ear] retired 
from Illinois Power Co. a few years ago, the 
couple had moved in with Anita’s mother, 
Mary Abbitt, who died in 2011. “This (do- 
nating the home) was something her moth- 
er wanted to do,” Earl said. “Going way 
back,” Anita added, “to honor the troops.” 

The couple began to do some research 


to determine who would be the lucky re- 
cipient of their donation, and selected 
H.E.R.O.E.S. (Homefront Enabling Rela- 
tionships, Opportunities, and Empower- 
ment through Support) because of its record 
of getting donations directly to the troops. 

It was through H.E.R.O.E.S. that the 
couple was matched with the Walters, who 
were looking to relocate after Thomas had 
transitioned out of the Army. 

Theresa Walter explained, “They called 
us and said, ‘How do you feel about Col- 
linsville?’ I knew it was in Illinois and I 
had heard of it.’ She had a good feeling and 
told the representative at H.E.R.O.E.S., 
“It’s going to be great.” 

Jon Jerome, president of H.E.R.O.E.S., 
said, “The home is worth more than 
$38,000.” It is 2,200 square feet with a 
wooded area behind the house, a feature 
that particularly excites Thomas, Jr. “Al- 
ready I know I'll love it because there are 
woods out back,” he said. 

BND.com reported, “Walter was a med- 
ical discharge with a 70 percent disability 
based on Post Traumatic Stress Disorder 
after tours of duty in Iraq in 2007-2008 
and Afghanistan 2010-201 1.” 

When the Johnsons handed their home 
over to the Walters, the town turned it into 
a ceremonious event. 

Mayor John Miller welcomed the fam- 
ily into the home by cutting a yellow rib- 
bon that read, “Support the troops,” and 
presented gifts to the family that had been 
donated by various organizations. 

Home Depot donated a washer, dryer, 
and lawnmower to the family; the Collins- 
ville Area Chamber of Commerce put to- 
gether a gift basket of items that had been 
donated from various merchants in the 
area; and Two Men and a Truck helped the 
Walters move from Fort Leonard Wood, 
Missouri, for free. 

BND reported that an anonymous donor 
gave money for the taxes on the gift and 
to cover the costs of any utility hookups. 

The Walters are overwhelmed by the 
show of support and by the amazing gen- 
erosity of this community. Jerome adds, 
“They were the most deserving family we 
could find.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Calvin 


Coolidge: 


5 
After President Harding died 
on August 2, 1923, Calvin 

' Coolidge was sworn in as 
the nation’s 30th president in 
the house where he was born 
51 years earlier in Plymouth 
Notch, Vermont. 


The “Wise Old Bird” in the White House 


Though he is one of the forgotten presidents, Calvin Coolidge put together a string of 
political successes that not only helped him but helped his constituents in a very real way. 


by Jack Kenny 


€ alvin Coolidge has often been 
judged a success in his time, but a 
failure in history. That, said Peter 
Hannaford, may say more about the histo- 
rians than it does about Coolidge. 

“Tt is as true in politics as in war that 
the victors get to write the history,’ wrote 
Hannaford, the editor of The Quotable 
Calvin Coolidge. “Franklin D. Roosevelt 
and his New Deal supporters had a politi- 
cal interest in consigning what they called 
the ‘Harding-Coolidge-Hoover Era’ to po- 
litical purgatory. They naturally wanted to 
keep their hold on political power, so they 
lumped FDR’s three predecessors together 
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and discredited them all for the ills of the 
Depression in order to achieve that aim.” 
But a growing number of historians and 
biographers have of late been rediscover- 
ing for their readers the positive contribu- 
tions of Coolidge to the “Coolidge pros- 
perity” of the 1920s and the limited but 
important role a wise and frugal govern- 
ment can play in encouraging economic 
growth. As one who generally respected 
the constitutional limits of his offices, 
“Coolidge is our great refrainer,’ wrote 
Amity Shlaes in her new biography enti- 
tled simply Coolidge. Coolidge observed 
early in his career what he believed to the 
end: “It is much more important to kill bad 
bills than pass good ones.” His devotion 


to thrift in government was rivaled only 
by his economy of words. “I am for econ- 
omy,” he said. “After that I am for more 
economy.” 


Born on the Fourth of July 

He came by that naturally, having been 
born into a family of modest means and 
little tolerance for debt. He came into the 
world on July 4, 1872 on his parents’ farm 
in Plymouth Notch, Vermont. His father, 
John Calvin Coolidge, ran both the small 
farm and a general store next to the house. 
His mother, Victoria, died when Calvin 
was 12, and he remained devoted to her 
memory, with her picture on his desk 
throughout his life. His father was a man 
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hay on his father’s farm in Plymouth Notch, Vermont. 


of few words and rare displays of emo- 
tion. “The Coolidges never slop over,” his 
famous son would later say in explaining 
his own quiet reserve. 

Calvin was more than a little shy. “In 
politics we must meet people and that’s 
not easy for me,” he explained years later 
to his close friend and political booster, 
Frank Stearns. “When I was a little fellow, 
as long ago as I can remember, I would go 
into a panic if I heard stranger voices in 
the house. I felt I just couldn’t meet the 
people and shake hands with them.” Yet in 
a political career spanning three decades 
of running for and winning offices from 
city councilman to president, he shook an 
incalculable number of hands. As presi- 
dent, he would often greet 400 visitors 
a day to the White House and once set a 
personal record of 2,360 handshakes in an 
hour and five minutes. It must have pained 
more than his hand. 

His formal education began at age five 
in the one-room Plymouth Notch School. 
At age 14, he was enrolled in Black River 
Academy in Ludlow. He studied English 
grammar, algebra, and Greek and Latin, 
and learned about the U.S. Constitution 
from a course on government. He also 
studied French, ancient history, geom- 
etry, and American literature. He worked 
after school in the town’s carriage shop, 
and his summers were spent working on 
the family farm back in Plymouth Notch. 
His only sibling, a younger sister named 
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Abigail, joined him at the academy in his 
junior year in the fall of 1888. She took ill 
in March of 1890, however, and died soon 
after, with Calvin at her deathbed. In a let- 
ter to his father, he expressed his grief, but 
did not “slop over.” “It is lonesome here 
without Abbie,” he wrote. 

At prestigious Amherst College in Mas- 
sachusetts, he came under the influence of 
Anson Morse, a teacher of some renown, 
who instilled in his students a sense of 
civic duty. Coolidge later wrote that from 
Morse’s teaching students “came to a 
clearer comprehension of not only their 
rights and liberties, but of their duties and 
responsibilities.” From philosophy pro- 
fessor Charles Garman, they learned to 
“weigh the evidence” and “carry all ques- 
tions back to fundamental principles.” 
The professor’s approach to philosophy 
and reverence for Christianity of the Con- 
gregational persuasion obviously made a 
deep and lasting impression. “We looked 
upon Garman as a man who walked with 
God,” Coolidge would write in his auto- 
biography. As an adult he kept a book of 
Garman’s letters, essays, and addresses at 
his bedside. 


Law and Politics 

Having chosen law as his profession, 
Coolidge decided to forgo law school in 
favor of “reading law” at an established 
law firm, a common practice at the time. 
He studied law at the Northampton, Mas- 
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sachusetts, offices of attorneys Hammond 
and Field, two Amherst alumni, starting 
in 1895. Two and a half years later, he 
opened his own law office in town. 

“He was the kind of attorney who would 
go out late at night to draw up a dying Irish 
lady’s will and charge her only five dol- 
lars instead of the usual twelve or fifteen,” 
wrote Donald McCoy in Calvin Coolidge: 
The Quiet President. When a client tried to 
reward him for a generous settlement that 
covered legal as well as medical expenses, 
Coolidge handed the check back to him. 

“You got most of the evidence,” he said. 
“Here’s something for you.” 

Such acts of kindness were no doubt re- 
membered when Coolidge was out asking 
for votes, as he would be often in his long 
and remarkably successful career. While 
some men soar to the ranks of presidential 
contenders, Coolidge’s steady advance- 
ment was more like the milk train, missing 
no stop along the way. He went from city 
councilman to city solicitor to state repre- 
sentative to mayor to state senator to state 
senate president to lieutenant governor, 
and then to the governor’s office, where 
he gained the national fame that propelled 
him onto the national Republican ticket as 
vice presidential candidate in 1920. The 
only race he ever lost was for a seat on 
the local school board quite early in his 
career. One constituent told him she didn’t 
vote for him because she didn’t want to put 
someone in authority over the education of 
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the school children who had no children of 
his own. Coolidge replied with character- 
istic brevity, “Might give me time.” 

The woman who would give him 
time was Grace Goodhue, a University 
of Vermont graduate who had come to 
Northampton to teach at the Clarke School 
for the Deaf, never knowing she would 
meet and marry a future president of the 
United States. The couple rented a duplex 
apartment, where over a mantelpiece hung 
a few lines of verse that might be taken as 
an apt description of the man who would 
become known to millions as “Silent Cal.” 


A wise old owl sat on an oak, 

The more he saw, the less he spoke; 
The less he spoke, the more he heard, 
Why can’t we be like that old bird? 


The young “old bird” who was mayor of 


Northampton in 1910-11 was ob- 
viously more a doer than talker. 
Achievements during his two 
years in office included expansion 
and improvements at the city fire 
and police departments, sidewalk 
and street improvements, and an 
increase in teachers’ pay. He was 
able to stop the city council from 
approving an electric lighting contract 
that would have lost the city money. He 
sold the Smith’s Ferry area owned by the 
city to Holyoke and invested the money 
for Northampton. He managed to achieve 
all that while lowering the tax rate and re- 
ducing the city’s debt by nearly half. “His 
municipal improvements were appreciated 
by many Democrats and yet his fiscal ad- 
ministrations appealed to the instincts of 
most Republicans,’ McCoy noted. 

The highlight of Coolidge’s first year 
as a state senator was his work as chair- 
man of the special committee on concilia- 
tion, formed to deal with the textile strike 
in Lawrence. Most of the 30,000 workers 
walked off the job over a cut in wages. The 
socialist Industrial Workers of the World 
moved in to organize and guide the efforts 
of the mill hands and were met with po- 
lice force, and in some instances, violence. 


A cavalry guard protects the Boston police headquarters . —— 


during the famous police strike of 1919. Coolidge became 


a national hero for opposing the strike. 
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Coolidge’s committee was able to broker 
an agreement that provided wage increases 
ranging from five to 25 percent, time and a 
quarter for overtime work, and a rehiring 
of the striking workers without discrimi- 
nation. Peace was restored in Lawrence, 
and the settlement enhanced the reputation 
of Coolidge as one who could mediate be- 
tween labor and management in a fair and 
dispassionate manner. 


Above All, Be Brief 


His election as Senate president was made 
memorable by what must have been for 
Coolidge an exceptionally long accep- 
tance speech, describing his political creed 
as one grounded in a moral belief in natu- 
ral law. “Men do not make laws. They do 
but discover them,” he said. 


Laws must be justified by something 
more than the will of the majority. 
They must rest on the eternal foun- 
dation of righteousness... 

The people cannot look to legisla- 
tion generally for success. Industry, 
thrift, character, are not conferred by 
act or resolve. Government cannot 
relieve from toil. It can provide no 
substitute for the rewards of service. 
It can, of course, care for 
the defective and recog- 
nize distinguished merit. 
The normal must care for 
themselves. Self-govern- 
ment means self-support. 


In words that no doubt ran- 
kled the state’s “progressive” 
Republicans, whose hero 
was the trust-busting Teddy 
Roosevelt, Coolidge allowed 
that “it may be that the fos- 
tering and protection of 
large aggregations of wealth 
are the only foundation on 
which to build the prosperity 
of the whole people. Large 
profits mean large payrolls. 
But profits must be the result 
of service performed.” 

He urged his colleagues 
to be “as revolutionary as 
science” and “‘as reactionary 
~~ as the multiplication table.” 
And he cautioned against 
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lation. “Give administration a chance to 
catch up with legislation.” 

Frank Stearns, the Northampton mer- 
chant who had become Coolidge’s close 
personal friend and leading political 
booster, had printed copies of the speech 
made and distributed them in book form. 
“Have Faith in Massachusetts” became 
the centerpiece of the campaign literature 
used in the successful Coolidge campaign 
for governor. 

When reelected the following year, the 
senate president was more economical in 
his use of words, perhaps because he had 
said it all the year before. His acceptance 
speech bore the Coolidge trademark of 
brevity. The “wise old owl” spoke just 
42 words, beginning with “My sincerest 
thanks” and ending with: “And be brief; 
above all things, be brief.” 

Notwithstanding his strong conserva- 
tive leanings, Coolidge was, in his years 
as legislator and governor, “considered 
a ‘progressive’ on a number of issues,” 
wrote Hannaford. 


He supported legislation to stop 
price-fixing. He was for women’s 
suffrage and the direct election of 
U.S. senators. He favored adequate 
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funding for welfare and for the state’s 
hospitals for the mentally ill. He sup- 
ported measures to improve work- 
place safety, to increase the number 
of playgrounds for children, and to 
provide special, low railway fares for 
workers and their children. 


As governor, he signed into law a bill 
to limit the work week for women and 
children to 48 hours. He enacted bills to 
increase worker’s compensation and to 
include workers with partial disabilities. 
He worked on passing laws to restrict the 
size of rent increases and appointed a com- 
mission to investigate and report recom- 
mendations concerning maternity leave. 
Clearly Coolidge was in no danger of 
being endorsed by the International Work- 
ers of the World, but his record on legis- 
lative matters was far from “reactionary.” 


The Police Strike 

But whatever else he did as governor was 
eclipsed by his response to the Boston Po- 
lice Strike in 1919. In fact, Coolidge did 
nothing to avert the strike and did not be- 
come involved in dealing with the chaos it 
created until it was nearly over. He believed 
he had no authority to intervene and could 
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only stand behind Boston Police Commis- 
sioner Edwin Curtis, who insisted he was 
ready to deal with any crisis that might 
occur. But when Coolidge sent, albeit be- 
latedly, the complete State Guard into the 
city and issued an executive order putting 
both the police and police commissioner 
under his authority, he received national 
plaudits for standing against a strike that 
President Wilson called “‘a crime against 
civilization.” Coolidge helped the strik- 
ers find jobs in other fields, but he backed 
the commissioner’s stand against taking 
them back on the force. In response to 
AFL president Samuel Gompers, who had 
asked for their reinstatement, Coolidge 
telegraphed to the labor leader the words 
that would make the Massachusetts gov- 
ernor a national hero: “There is no right 
to strike against the public safety by any- 
body, anywhere, any time.” 

Those words, and the governor’s pic- 
ture, were published in newspapers 
throughout the land. His telephone was 
jammed with calls of congratulations, and 
wires and telegrams commending him for 
his stand piled up in his office. There was 
serious talk of higher office for the stern 
Yankee defending law and order in the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
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Coolidge did not attend, but Frank 
Stearns and a legion of Coolidge sup- 
porters were at the 1920 Republican 
National Convention in Chicago to pro- 
mote the candidacy of Calvin Coolidge 
for president of the United States. When 
no candidate had prevailed after several 
ballots, the party bosses in the prover- 
bial “smoke-filled room” settled on the 
affable Sen. Warren G. Harding as the 
compromise candidate. They then chose 
Sen. Irvine L. Lenroot of California for 
the second spot on the ticket, but by that 
time the delegates were tired of being 
bossed. Senator Medill McCormack of Il- 
linois had barely begun his speech nomi- 
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nating Lenroot when he was 
interrupted by a cry from the 
back of the hall. “Coolidge! 
Coolidge!” 

Others took up the cry and 
it continued after McCormack 
had finished his speech and 
throughout a brief demonstra- 
tion for Lenroot. Before long 
the telephone rang in a duplex 
apartment in Northampton, 
Massachusetts. It was a brief 
call to a man of few words. 

“Nominated for vice president,” the 
governor explained to his wife. 

“You aren’t going to take it, are you?” 
she asked. 

“I suppose I'll have to,” he said. 


“] Think I Can Swing It.” 

Harding and Coolidge won decisively over 
their Democratic rivals, Ohio newspaper- 
man James Cox and former assistant Sec- 
retary of the Navy Franklin D. Roosevelt. 
Though he enjoyed a cordial relationship 
with the president and was privileged to sit 
in on Cabinet meetings, Coolidge was less 
than thrilled with the office of vice presi- 


dent. The insignificance of the office was 
impressed upon him one day when the 
hotel where he and Grace rented a suite 
had caught on fire, and the residents were 
evacuated. When it appeared the danger had 
passed, Coolidge tried to return. A fire mar- 
shal stopped him. “Who are you?” he asked. 

“I’m the vice president,’ Coolidge 
replied. Whereupon he was allowed to 
proceed but a few steps before the offi- 
cial wanted to know: “What are you vice 
president of?” 

“I am vice president of the United 
States.” At that point he was ordered back. 

“T thought you were vice president of 
the hotel,” the fire marshal said. 

The Coolidges were in Plymouth Notch, 
staying with Calvin’s father on August 2, 
1923, when word arrived that President 
Harding had died of a heart attack in a 
hotel in San Francisco. By the light of an 
oil lamp on the sitting room table, John 
Coolidge administered the oath of of- 
fice to his son, the new president. Calvin 
Coolidge was headed back to Washington, 
this time to assume all the duties and pow- 
ers of president of the United States. He 
began the trip with a quiet confidence. “I 
think I can swing it,” he said. 


Clouds Over the White House 


Coolidge would continue Harding’s attack 
on the progressive income tax, which had 
reached a top rate of 77 percent by the end 
of World War I. Harding managed to get 
two tax cuts, reducing the top rate to 54 
and then 46 percent, but Coolidge was de- 
termined to reduce it further. He found a 
fiscal soulmate in Treasury Secretary An- 
drew Mellon, an ardent champion of what 
he called “scientific taxation,” or what 
became known in the 1980s as “supply- 
side economics.” The theory holds that as 
you reduce taxes on upper-level income, 
it frees capital for investment and other 
economic activity that produces more 
profits and increases revenue. The theory 
was borne out during the five-and-a-half- 
year presidency of Calvin Coolidge, the 
last president to preside over both tax cuts 
and debt reduction. 


Albert Fall, former secretary of the interior, 
leaves the District of Columbia courthouse, 
convicted of accepting a $100,000 bribe in 
connection with the leasing of the Elk Hills oil 
reserve in California. 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JUNE 17, 2013 


Other inheritances from the Harding 
administration were less fortunate. Scan- 
dals that came to light during Coolidge’s 
first year in office centered on the leasing 
of government oil fields, most notably 
the “Teapot Dome” in Wyoming. Con- 
gressional investigations revealed that 
Secretary of the Interior Albert Fall had 
received substantial loans from oil men 
to whom he had awarded leases. The at- 
torney general came under Senate investi- 
gation for failure to prosecute corruption 
and resigned. Revelations concerning 
some $250 million in graft in the Veterans 
Bureau further darkened the cloud over 
the White House. 

A far greater cloud of a personal na- 
ture descended on the First Family, when 
Calvin, Jr., the younger of the Coolidges’ 
two sons, developed a blister on his toe 
while playing tennis on the White House 
grounds. It became infected, and the teen- 
ager died on July 7, 1924. “When he went 
the power and the glory of the Presidency 
went with him,” Coolidge wrote. 

He would seek election to a full term 
in 1924, however, determined to continue 
cutting taxes and spending as the key to 
promoting freedom and prosperity. Judg- 
ing by the way the election went, most 
Americans agreed. Coolidge and running 
mate Charles Dawes won handily over the 
Democratic ticket of John W. Davis and 
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Charles Bryan. The Progressive Party’s 
Robert LaFollette and Burton Wheeler 
finished an unsurprising third. 


Lower Taxes, More Prosperity 

Given a full term of his own, Coolidge 
made hay while prosperity’s sun shone. 
The top income tax rate came down again 
by half, to 25 percent. The federal budget 
was always in surplus, and the national 
debt was steadily reduced. Unemploy- 
ment fell to five percent and even reached 
as low as three percent. Sales of every- 
thing from cars to radios to household 
appliances skyrocketed, while young and 
new industries, such as motion pictures 
and aviation, flourished. All of that in a 
seemingly peaceful world led the nation, 
and especially the Republicans, to believe 
that “Coolidge prosperity” was good for at 
least a second full term: The nation would 
once again “Keep Cool with Coolidge,” 
and the Grand Old Party would rout the 
Democrats again. 

But if the Democrats were to be routed 
again, it would not be with Coolidge at the 
helm. Reporters following the president 
in the Black Hills of South Dakota in the 
summer of 1927 had no idea what to ex- 
pect when the president summoned them 
to his vacation home and handed each a 
slip of paper containing a single brief, de- 
clarative sentence: “I do not choose to run 


The limited government associated with 
“Coolidge prosperity” gave way to a flood of 
regulatory legislation in President Roosevelt’s 
New Deal. 


for president in 1928.” The statement hit 
a gusher. Coolidge’s 10 words soon had 
50,000 words moving over the wire. For 
weeks and months, there was speculation 
over the possibility he might be open to a 
draft. But he did not choose to run. It was 
his choice, and he had made it. 

He and Grace moved back to Northamp- 
ton, where he died of a heart attack in 1933 
at the age of 60. Though his name would 
be forever linked with the prosperity of 
the “Roaring Twenties,” he had often ex- 
pressed the ideal that material prosper- 
ity was not an end, but a means, creating 
opportunities for “the multiplication of 
schools, the increase of knowledge, the 
dissemination of intelligence, the broaden- 
ing of outlook, the expansion of liberties, 
the widening of culture.” 

All of that would happen, he believed, 
through the efforts of a free people, rather 
than by a government controlling and di- 
recting their resources and enterprise. 

“T want the people of America to be able 
to work less for the Government and more 
for themselves,” he said. “I want them to 
have the rewards of their own industry. 
This is the chief meaning of freedom.” Hf 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


At Least He Rang 


Bellevue.patch.com reported that a 
56-year-old Tacoma, Washington, man 
found out what sometimes happens when 
you don’t answer the door for a stranger. 
The homeowner was home alone when he 
heard someone ringing his doorbell short- 
ly before 1 p.m. on May 7. He looked out 
a window and did not recognize the man, 
so he ignored the ringing in the hopes that 
the man would go away. 

The ringing stopped but the stranger 
didn’t leave. The next noise the home- 
owner heard was the shattering of glass as 
the stranger threw an object through the 
glass front door to gain entry to the house. 
The homeowner immediately grabbed his 
handgun and confronted the intruder. The 
home invader attacked the homeowner, 
and the two men struggled. The home- 
owner was able to fire his weapon, and one 
of his shots hit the burglar in the shoulder. 

A delivery truck driver witnessed the 
crime unfolding and alerted the authori- 
ties, who arrived shortly after the inci- 
dent ended. The injured attacker was 
transported to a nearby hospital where 
he received medical treatment for non- 
life-threatening injuries. Issaquah Deputy 
Police Chief Steve Cozart explained that 
“repeated ringing or knocking on doors” is 
a common tactic used by burglars to find 
unoccupied homes. “If they don’t have a 
reasonable excuse for being there, feel free 
to call the police,” Cozart cautioned. “This 
is a very typical technique for burglars.” 


City of Good Neighbors 


KTVI out of St. Louis, Missouri, reported 
on May 3 that a veteran off-duty officer 
shot a burglar breaking into his neighbor’s 
house. The shooting occurred around 1:30 
p.m. when the off-duty officer and 25- 
year veteran of the force heard suspicious 
sounds coming from the house next door. 
The off-duty cop witnessed a burglar in 
the neighbor’s house. The cop yelled to 
the intruder, who ran to the back of the 
house. The officer chased after him. The 
officer caught up to the thug and struggled 
with him, and the burglar tried to take the 
officer’s weapon. The officer fired several 
shots, with at least one shot hitting the sus- 
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pect in the hip. The suspect was not seri- 
ously injured and will face charges. The 
officer is on administrative leave while an 
investigation into what occurred is ongo- 
ing, but neighbors have already made up 
their minds about the officer’s actions. 
Neighbor Yvette Parrish told the news 
that she thinks “it is great that the officer 
was home at the time of the burglary and 
it makes us feel a little more safe and cau- 
tious in the area. He was on-duty while he 
was off-duty.” 


Guns Are Dangerous 


The Gazette out of Maryland reminds us 
how dangerous guns can be, with a story 
they reported on May 6. Police are report- 
ing that Cordell Antonio Brown, 26, was 
found dead after he was allegedly killed 
with his own handgun during a botched 
robbery attempt. Police were called to the 
scene after receiving reports of a shoot- 
ing and found a wounded Brown. He was 
pronounced dead on the scene. The early 
investigation found that Brown allegedly 
approached two people sitting in a car in 
an attempt to rob them, but one of the vic- 
tims struggled with Brown over the hand- 
gun, which went off, killing Brown. 


Call 911 ... and Wait? 


Joe Cho moved to Dallas from South Korea 
over 30 years ago and worked his way up to 
store manager at a locally run grocery store. 
Cho was in the office of Pepe’s Grocery & 
Deli when he spotted gunmen with bandan- 
nas on their faces entering the store shortly 
before closing time. The masked, armed 
hoodlums demanded money from the ca- 
shier. Cho immediately retrieved his .38-cal- 
iber revolver and ran out to confront the 
robbers. Cho fired at the men, who returned 
fire. After a brief shootout, the robbers fled 
the store without any money. Fortunately, 
neither Cho nor any of his employees were 
injured during the attempted robbery. Cho 
immediately dialed 911 to report the crime. 
Cho recalled for the Dallas Morning News 
what he told the 911 operator. “TI said, ‘Hey, 
we got robbed, I need police as soon as pos- 
sible.” What happened next shocked Cho 
almost as much as the initial armed robbery. 


The police did not show up! Cho realized 
after a 20-minute wait, “[the police are] not 
going to come.” Cho expressed frustration 
about the lack of urgency with which au- 
thorities treated him. “Twenty minutes ... 
what the hell!’ Cho closed the store for the 
night and went home. He was awakened by 
a call from the police nearly two hours after 
the initial 911 call. The police finally arrived 
at his store and wanted him to return so they 
could investigate. “I was so mad when they 
called me” to come back, Cho said. The po- 
lice told Cho the reason for the delay was 
that they are extremely busy. This isn’t the 
first time the Dallas 911 call center has been 
involved in controversies over their inability 
to respond quickly. There were two high- 
profile incidents last year that led to major 
reforms in how calls were handled, but it 
appears that there is much more that needs 
reform. 


In the Closet 


Three home invaders in Houston kicked 
in the front door to a house, physically as- 
saulted the occupant, tossed him into an 
upstairs closet, and then began to steal as 
much as humanly possible from the resi- 
dence. One little detail they didn’t count 
on was that the closet they chose to lock 
the young resident in was where the fam- 
ily stored the gun. The Houston Chroni- 
cle reported on May 14 that the resident 
emerged from the closet with his gun and 
fired at the intruders. The burglars ex- 
changed gunfire, but the resident was the 
victor in the shootout. One of the attackers 
was shot in both a shoulder and a leg. The 
injured criminal ran from the home but 
collapsed and was eventually transported 
to a nearby hospital with gunshot wounds. 
The other intruders fled in their vehicle 
and are being sought by authorities. Hous- 
ton Police Sgt. Jerri Brandon told a local 
ABC affiliate that no charges are expected 
to be filed against the resident because 
he acted in self-defense. Neighbor Craig 
Gaddis, who owns several handguns, told 
the Houston Chronicle, “What happened 
today is exactly what guns are supposed 
to do — to protect your home and defend 
your life and your family.” 

— PATRICK KREY 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JUNE 17, 2013 


Media on Trial: Guilty of 


Gosnell Blackout 


ITEM: U.S. News & World Report writer 
Susan Milligan reported on April 18, 2013: 


Conservative and anti-abortion 
groups are outraged over what they 
see as the lack of media attention to 
the trial of Gosnell, who is accused 
of committing gruesome, illegal 
third-trimester abortions.... But sug- 
gestions that the “media” were delib- 
erately ignoring the story to protect 
a so-called “abortion doctor” are 
ludicrous.... The Gosnell case is a 
local murder trial. It’s a particularly 
gruesome one — perhaps a bit too 
pornographic even for cable news. 


Item: The Washington Post’s executive 
editor Martin Baron was quoted in a Post 
article by Paul Farhi on April 14. “In ret- 
rospect, we regret not having staffed the 
trial sooner. But, as you know, we don’t 
have unlimited resources, and ... there is 
a lot of competition for our staff’s atten- 
tion.” Added Baron, “We never decide what 
to cover for ideological reasons, no matter 
what critics might claim. Accusations of 
ideological motives are easy to make, even 
if they’re not supported by the facts.” 
ITEM: A Newsweek/Daily Beast story by 
Josh Dzieza entitled “Why Are the Media 
Apologizing About Kermit Gosnell Cover- 
age?” on April 12, 2013, argued: 


There are plenty of possible reasons 
the story hadn’t made the leap from 
local to front-page national news 
until now. First of all, every detail 
of the story is ghastly. I had to force 
myself to read the report; Pictures of 
dead fetuses are the stuff of abortion- 
clinic protest signs for a reason: they 
make people uncomfortable. 


CORRECTION: The murder trial of Phila- 
delphia abortionist Dr. Kermit Gosnell 
has forced an extraordinary outpouring of 
public confession, catharsis, denial, and 
rationalization by members of the liberal- 
left mainstream media (MSM) — unlike 
any other event in recent memory. After 
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completely ignoring the sensational trial 
the MSM were stung by mounting criti- 
cism that their failure to cover the story 
amounted to outright censorship due to 
political bias. 

The explanations and justifications of- 
fered by MSM spokesmen for their spec- 
tacular collective failure to cover Gos- 
nell would be laughable were the issue 
not such a serious life-and-death matter. 
The media excuses fall into a number of 
categories: 1) It’s a local story and we’re 
a national news organization; 2) It’s too 
gruesome; 3) We don’t have enough re- 
porters and resources to cover everything; 
4) We goofed — we weren’t aware of the 
story; and 5) What “blackout?” We have 
been covering it. 

On April 4, 20 prominent leaders of the 
conservative and pro-life movement de- 
manded that the broadcast networks stop 
censoring coverage of the Kermit Gosnell 
trial. The group of critics, led by Media 
Research Center founder Brent Bozell, 
included Penny Nance, president of Con- 
cerned Women for America; Fr. Frank Pa- 
vone, national director of Priests for Life; 
Tony Perkins, president of the Family Re- 
search Council; Mario Lopez, president 
of the Hispanic Leadership Fund; and 
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Austin Ruse, president of the Catholic 
Family and Human Rights Institute. 

The media blackout on Gosnell increas- 
ingly became an issue in the conservative 
blogosphere and on talk radio. On April 
11, eleven members of the U.S. House 
of Representatives made speeches on the 
floor of the House denouncing the media 
blackout of the Gosnell trial. 

“If Dr. Gosnell had walked into a nurs- 
ery and shot seven infants with an AR-15, 
it would be national news and the subject 
of presidential hand-wringing,” said Rep. 
Chris Smith (R-N.J.), one of the 11. “Will 
the decades-long major national news 
media cover-up of the brutality — and vi- 
olence — of abortion methods ever end?” 
asked Smith, an outspoken and longtime 
member of the House pro-life caucus. 
“Will Americans ever be told the horrify- 
ing details as to how — and how often — 
abortionists dismember, decapitate, and 
chemically poison innocent babies?” 

On the same day, April 11, Kirsten Pow- 
ers, a writer for the liberal-left Newsweek/ 
Daily Beast and commentator for Fox 
News, penned a column for USA Today 
that is credited with being the “name and 
shame” call-out that caused the MSM to 
finally react. 
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“A Lexis-Nexis search shows none of 
the news shows on the three major national 
television networks has mentioned the 
Gosnell trial in the last three months,” Pow- 
ers wrote. “The Washington Post has not 
published original reporting on this during 
the trial and the New York Times saw fit to 
run one original story on A-17 on the trial’s 
first day. They’ve been silent ever since, de- 
spite headline-worthy testimony.” 

“Let me state the obvious,” said Pow- 
ers. “This should be front page news.... 
The deafening silence of too much of the 
media ... is a disgrace.” 

On April 12, staff writer Conor 
Friedersdorf wrote a lengthy article for 
Atlantic, entitled “Why Dr. Kermit Gos- 
nell’s Trial Should Be a Front-Page Story,” 
that quoted heavily from the Gosnell grand 
jury indictment and trial testimony. Frie- 
dersdorf says that until he read Kirsten 
Powers’ story the day before, he “wasn’t 
aware of this story.” He wrote that Pow- 
ers made “a powerful, persuasive case that 
the Gosnell trial ought to be getting a lot 
more attention in the national press than 
it is getting.” 

After just a little digging, Friedersdorf 
was able to see that this is a “thoroughly 
newsworthy” story. 

“To sum up, this story has numerous el- 
ements any one of which would normally 
make it a major story,” said Friedersdorf. 
“And setting aside conventions, which are 
flawed, this ought to be a big story on the 
merits. The news value is undeniable.” 

Many other journalists and news orga- 
nizations have cited the Kirsten Powers 
column and the more comprehensive Frie- 
dersdorf article for providing the impetus 
to finally cover the story. But it is clear 
that without the continuous prodding from 
vocal pro-life and conservative critics, the 
Gosnell trial would have come and gone 
with the vast majority of Americans having 
never heard of it. Even so, the coverage so 
far has been given grudgingly and, in the 
case of most media groups, still amounts 
to little more than drive-by reporting. 

Newsbusters, a website of the Media 
Research Institute, has played a key role 
in holding the MSM feet to the fire on the 
Gosnell censorship. In an April 9 News- 
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busters story, Matthew Philbin compared 
the extensive media coverage lavished on 
the “shocking” Rutgers basketball coach 
“scandal” versus the blackout on Gosnell. 
Wrote Philbin: 


100 babies outside the womb. Gos- 
nell’s trial, underway for weeks, has 
featured wrenching testimony and 
horrific details. And it has received 
exactly zero seconds of airtime on the 


The Rutgers basketball story con- 
tinues to transfix the media, and 
why shouldn’t it? Mike Rice, the 
disgraced former Rutgers basketball 
coach, allegedly killed a woman and 
at least seven viable, born-alive ba- 
bies “by plunging scissors into their 
spinal cords” in his filthy, macabre 
“house of horrors” abortion clinic. 
Oh wait, my mistake. Rice was 
fired last week from Rutgers over 
video of him shoving, kicking and 
yelling at his players, throwing bas- 
ketballs at them and — most damn- 
ing — using “homophobic slurs.” 
That’s made Rice the most notorious 
villain in America. And in one week 
it earned him 36 network news stories 
clocking in at 41 minutes, 26 seconds 
of air time on ABC, CBS and NBC. 
Now, had Rice been accused of 
killing a woman and eight babies, 
he’d be enjoying the same anonym- 
ity as Kermit Gosnell — provided 
the killings were carried out in an 
abortion clinic. Gosnell is the West 
Philadelphia abortionist who ran 
an unimaginable charnel house of a 
“clinic,” for 30 years. Witnesses testi- 
fied that he may have murdered over 


broadcast networks. 


Which story is inherently more important, 
errant coach or mass-murdering doctor? 
Most people would not be in a quandary 
over selecting the latter as the more im- 
portant story. But by April 9 Coach Rice’s 
terrible “crime” of unprofessional behav- 
ior had garnered 36 network news stories. 
And Gosnell’s abattoir of death? Zero net- 
work stories. 

Many media critics have contrasted the 
Gosnell blackout with the wall-to-wall, 
gavel-to-gavel media circus that accom- 
panied the Jodi Arias trial in Arizona, 
which ran simultaneously with much of 
the Gosnell trial. The comparison is apro- 
pos — and the contrast is staggering. Arias 
was convicted of the gruesome killing of 
her boyfriend: stabbing him more than 
20 times, slashing his throat, and shoot- 
ing him in the head. Matt Hadro of the 
Media Research Center reported on May 
14, 2013 that “CNN gave more coverage 
to the Jodi Arias trial in one day than it did 
to the entire Kermit Gosnell trial over the 
span of eight weeks.” 

“When the verdict was reached in the 
Arias trial,” noted Hadro, “CNN’s cover- 
age for the day totaled almost a whopping 
three hours. In contrast, the network gave 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JUNE 17, 2013 


AP Images 


Jod Arias Tels ABC She Feels Besrayed’ By Jury, Calls Interviewer A Mater’ - 5/22/11 - YouTube 


| + )rc Law youtube Comm match = Gren] Viwht 


Gs < jfa- 


. NEW INTERVIEW wa 
: JOD! ARIAS ONE-ON-ONE 


—.s et 


STO OSMISS KERRY 


Jodi Arias Tells ABC She Feeis ‘Betrayed’ By Jury, Calls interviewer A‘... 


Weare! eS avageNation 


fo 


15,935 
+ * 


just under 100 minutes to the Gosnell 
story in eight weeks since the trial began 
on March 18.” 

Hadro further noted: 


Anderson Cooper, who on April 12 
noticed that “this story has not re- 
ceived the kind of media attention 
that one might expect,” didn’t touch 
the story for another month until 
Monday night. 

...When CNN announced that a 
verdict had been reached in the Arias 
trial, at 2:35 p.m. ET on Wednes- 
day, May 8, the network devoted 
almost two full hours of coverage to 
the trial in the next two-and-a-half 
hours, including a full hour of non- 
stop live coverage of the verdict. 
Monday’s Gosnell verdict saw only 
50 minutes of airtime for the entire 
day, in contrast. 

And even after the Arias verdict 
was announced, the network gave 
over an hour to the story throughout 
the prime-time hours of 5-11 p.m. ET 
on May 8. Gosnell exited the news 
much more quickly, getting just six 
minutes of coverage during those 
same hours on Monday. 


But CNN wasn’t even the worst. Dan 


Gainor reported on Fox News on May 14, 
2013: 
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ABC was the worst. It took that 
network a couple years after the ar- 
rest and 56 straight days of trial to 
acknowledge Gosnell existed. ABC 
found more than three hours of air 
time for other court cases during that 
time, but waited until Gosnell was 
convicted before it ever admitted he 
was even on trial. 


While most of the MSM commentariat — 
almost universally pro-abortion — contin- 
ue to insist that there is no, and has been 
no, conscious effort by the media to censor 
this story, a few have been more candid. 
Professor Marc Lamont Hill of Columbia 
University is one who has admitted what 
millions of Americans already knew to be 
the case. 

“For what it’s worth, I do think that those 
of us on the Left have made a decision not 
to cover this trial because we worry that 
it'll compromise abortion rights,” Profes- 
sor Hill said during a panel discussion 
on Fox News. “Whether you agree with 
abortion or not, I do think there’s a direct 
connection between the media’s failure 
to cover this and our own political com- 
mitments on the Left.” “I think it’s a bad 
idea,’ Hill said of the blackout. “TI think it’s 
dangerous, but I think that’s the way it is.” 

Professor Hill certainly is not a “right- 
wing extremist.” He’s a hardcore radical 
Marxist who has treated recent murderer/ 


Media misdirection: The MSM were saturated 
with gavel-to-gavel coverage of the lurid details 
of the Jodi Arias trial, while ignoring Gosnell. 


cop-killer Christopher Dorner as a folk 
hero, and has defended Maoist-commu- 
nist Van Jones and Weather Underground 
terrorist/cop-killer Assata Shakur (aka 
Joanne Chesimard). 

Another welcome admission came from 
Melinda Henneberger of the Washington 
Post, one of the establishment media or- 
gans most culpable for spiking the Gosnell 
story. 

In a column entitled “Why Kermit 
Gosnell hasn’t been on Page One,” Hen- 
neberger confessed: 


I say we didn’t write more because 
the only abortion story most outlets 
ever cover in the news pages is every 
single threat or perceived threat to 
abortion rights. In fact, that is so 
fixed a view of what constitutes cov- 
erage of that issue that it’s genuinely 
hard, I think, for many journalists to 
see a story outside that paradigm as 
news. That’s not so much a conscious 
decision as a reflex, but the effect is 
one-sided coverage. 


It is a qualified admission, which says, in 
essence, “We don’t consciously conspire, 
we just all react reflexively in unison.” 
Maybe WaPo needs a little newsroom “di- 
versity”? One of Henneberger’s colleagues 
at the Post, Paul Farhi, makes a similar ar- 
gument in his April 14 article, “Is media 
bias to blame for lack of Gosnell coverage? 
Or something far more banal?” So, you see, 
the MSM are not biased, just banal. 

In her April 12, 2013 confession “Why I 
Didn’t Write About Gosnell’s Trial — And 
Why I Should Have,” for Newseek/Daily- 
Beast, Megan MaCardle concedes that 
“the MSM has barely covered a story that 
could plausibly be named ‘The Trial of the 
Century.’ And that demands explanation.” 
Unfortunately, she offers no convincing 
explanation. And most of her MSM col- 
leagues are in denial that an explanation 
is needed or any correction of course is 
necessary. ll 

— WILLIAM F. JASPER 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY Kurt WILLIAMSEN 


Our Land ls Their Land? 


ecently, we were lam- 
basted for publishing 
an article entitled 


“Permanent Amnesty, Tem- 
porary Border” that made the 
case that the United States 
should protect its borders, 
reject amnesty, and protect 
U.S. sovereignty. We were 
essentially accused of being 
hypocrites for saying that we 
believe that rights come from 
God, not from government 
edicts, yet institutionally we 
don’t uphold the “natural 
right” of every human on Earth to travel to any other place on 
Earth unhindered. The writer said, in part, 


If Rights truly come from God, and if the sole purpose of 
government is to protect those rights, how can the respect- 
ing of those rights be conditional upon the circumstance 
of ... who a person happened to be born to, or where they 
happened to be born? ... 

Remember, immigration and/or the right to travel is a 
natural right! Every person naturally has claim to it! So 
why should we ever support governmental intrusion upon 
the rights given by God? If that isn’t simultaneously blas- 
phemy and tyranny, what is? 


We were also chastised and labeled as hypocrites with a collective 
mentality for protecting our job markets and championing “major 
government regulations as being a solution [to immigration prob- 
lems]” — in order to get rid of illegal immigrants, who are all an 
“economic benefit” to this country. Finally, it was claimed that 
borders “aren’t tangible’; they are “legal fiction” that cannot “be 
literally erased at all,” so protecting “national sovereignty” means 
attacking the rights of “sovereign individuals.” 

In our defense, I’d like to point out a few things the letter writer 
seems to have overlooked. First, while we do believe the Bill of 
Rights protects all individuals’ rights in their dealing with the U.S. 
government — or should if it were upheld by courts and Con- 
gresses — that belief doesn’t go so far as to mean that anyone 
can do anything he or she wants to do. In regard to one’s right to 
travel where one pleases, that right must necessarily be viewed 
alongside property rights and the personal ownership of goods 
— without which there really aren’t individual rights. One must 
ask: Do all people have a right to walk into the vault of any bank 
or into anyone’s home unimpeded? The answer is obviously no. If 
someone answers yes, how can it be said that anyone has rights? 

Borders are an extension of property rights — the right of 
the people occupying a land and holding ownership of an area 
to form their own type of governance, culture, and rules. If the 
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cultural group residing on the 
land doesn’t “own” it, how can 
“private land” come about — 
whom does one acquire land 
from? If one contends, as the 
letter writer did, that no one 
owns this land — it’s “public 
land” — then anyone and ev- 
eryone should have the right to 
claim any unoccupied “public 
land,” meaning that soon all 
land would be private property 
not open to immigration with- 
out the permission of the indi- 
vidual landholders. Ironic, no? 

As to all immigrants being a benefit to the country, that is 
quite obviously untrue: All manner of individuals who do not 
have the capacity or the will to care for themselves have come 
to this country. So we merely need to determine if it is wise to 
let in any and all immigrants who want to come here, and the 
answer is no for several reasons: One, because of government 
rules that regulate and burden businesses, there can never be 
enough jobs for all willing immigrants. (Without artificial bar- 
riers to job creation, maybe there could be enough jobs for all, 
but not as it stands now). Two, if we threw open our borders, at 
least in the short term, we would not have the infrastructure — 
schools, hospitals, apartments, etc. — for all of those who would 
come, causing certain crisis. Three, comprehensive economic 
studies have shown that illegal immigrants take more in gov- 
ernment handouts than they provide in payments; hence, they 
burden the economy and hurt individuals who are already in the 
country. When one person is inevitably hurt when the govern- 
ment does something for the benefit of someone else, how is 
that moral? Four, whenever a country is composed of dissimilar 
groups who refuse to assimilate to an overriding culture, Bal- 
kanization, jealousy, and violence eventually happen. Interest- 
ingly, this is quite clear in Africa, where black tribesmen often 
kill other black tribesmen by the hundreds of thousands — and 
was true when Native Americans killed members of other tribes 
with regularity prior to a European form of government enforc- 
ing its cultural norms on them. Five, without the enforcement of 
borders, a culture will necessarily eventually cease to exist. Six, 
all cultures have enemies who are willing to attack its members, 
causing death and destruction, and so it is a moral imperative 
of government to protect vulnerable members from aggressors. 
And the list goes on. 

As to cracking down on immigrants, we believe that the main 
actions that need to be done to remedy immigration problems 
are to guard the borders and then cut off welfare benefits from 
illegal immigrants — hardly infringing on their rights. Most im- 
migrants will then self-deport because they simply can’t afford 
to live here without government aid. Ml 
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The Action Is in the Reaction 


= Pitieendonte: 


Shortly after the Boston miarathon’ a wll =Ss President Obama is pushing two 
bombing, Boston went into lockdown ; atl ad trade pacts leading to economic and 


and police units scoured the area and political integration of the United 


invaded homes, yet it was all fruitless. Is 
this the new normal? (June 3, 2013, 48pp) 
TNA130603 


States with the European Union and 
Pacific Rim nations. (2013, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 
25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) 


(May 20, 2013, 48pp) TNA130520 


DDT Ban Breeds Death 

Despite the fact that a U.S. EPA investigative 
panel deemed DDT safe and effective, the 
EPA banned it, leading to a worldwide ban 
and millions of deaths. (June 17, 2013, 48pp) 
TNA130617 


Permanent Amnesty, Temporary Border 
The U.S. government’s latest 
“comprehensive immigration reform” 
proposal would merely finish setting 
the stage to allow an unrestricted flow 
of people across U.S. borders, and an end 
to U.S. sovereignty. (April 22, 2013, 48pp) 
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Fiscal Debt: Charging Ahead 

Spending, deficits, and debt are daily 
topics in the news and in politics, but 
despite the rhetoric, it is very unlikely 
government will cut spending and change 
course. It should. (March 4, 2013, 48pp) 
TNA130304 
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SUBTOTAL SHIPPING 


(SEE CHART BELOW) 


BBS. org 


Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org 


Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 


Mail completed form to: 
ShopJBS  P.0. BOX 8040 
APPLETON, WI 54912 


1-800-342-6491 


Mix or Match 
O 1 copy $2.95 

1 10 copies $12.50 

1 25 copies $22.50 
100+ copies* 


Order Online 


Name 


Address 


WI RESIDENTS ADD 


5% SALES TAX 


City State 


CLL 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. 


Order Subtotal 
$0-10.99 
$11.00-19.99 
$20.00-49.99 


Phone E-mail 


Q) Check 
() Money Order 


Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
= (0 


LYVISA Q) Discover 


Standard Shipping Q) MasterCard © American Express 


$4.95 
$7.75 
$9.95 


Rush Shipping 
$9.95 
$12.75 
$14.95 


‘American Express 
Rush: 3-7 business Four Digit V-Code 


days, no P.O. Boxes, 
HI/AK add $10.00 


*For rush orders and special rates for case lots of 100, 
call (800) 727-TRUE or go to ShopJBS.org. 
Signature 
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CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


